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PM5-1 Comment noted. 
PM5-2 Comment noted. 
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PM5-3 Comment noted. 
PM5-4 Comment noted. 
PM5-5 Comment noted. 
PM5-6 Comment noted. 
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PM5-7 Comment noted. 
PM5-8 Comment noted. 
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PM5-9 Comment noted. 
PM5-10 Comment noted. 
PM5-11 Comment noted. 
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PM5-12 Comment noted. 
PM5-13 Comment noted. 
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PM5-14 Comment noted. 
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PM5-15 Comment noted. 
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PM5-16 Comment noted. 
PM5-17 Comment noted. 
PM5-18 Comment noted. 

 W-2029 Appendix W – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 
 



Jordan Cove Energy and 
Pacific Connector Gas Pipeline Project Final EIS 

 
 

PM5 Continued, page 29 of 115 
 
PM5-19 The Project must comply with all laws or it will not be approved. 

See section 4.4 for water quality.  Compliance with the Northwest 
Forest Plan is assessed in applicable sections of chapter 4, 
particularly in section 4.1.   

PM5-20 Safety is addressed in section 4.13.  Also see the response to IND1-
7. 
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PM5-21 See the response to IND1-5. 
PM5-22 The acres that would be used for extra work areas are disclosed in 

several places in chapter 4; for example, see tables 4.1.2.2-2 and 
4.6.1.2-2. 

PM5-23 The DEIS includes extensive avoidance, minimization, and 
mitigation measures designed to minimize adverse effects.  See, for 
example, the list of mitigation required by the BLM and Forest 
Service in chapter 2.  The regulatory agencies, both federal and 
state, are expected to require additional mitigation.  For example 
NMFS and FWS will require mitigation as part of their BO and the 
CORE will require mitigation for wetland impacts. 

PM5-24 The DEIS addresses impacts the Pacific Connector pipeline may 
have on local fire departments in section 4.9.2.6.  That section 
indicated that Pacific Connector has produced an Emergency 
Response Plan, a Fire Prevention and Suppression Plan, and a 
Safety and Security Plan.  In addition, DOT safety regulations 
require the pipeline company to coordinate with local responders.  
Pacific Connector would provide appropriate training to local 
emergency service providers before putting the pipeline into 
service.  Safety measures that would minimize risks of fires in 
forested lands are discussed in section 4.13.9.1 of the DEIS.  Off-
highway vehicle (OHV) controls are discussed in section 4.8.1.2 of 
the DEIS.  Furthermore, FERC is not proposing this Project, the 
applicants are; FERC is a federal regulator of the Project and the 
lead NEPA agency.   
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PM5-25 As shown in table 4.14.3.1, the Project would disturb between 0 

and 2 percent of any of the 19 fifth-field watersheds crossed by the 
project.  On a state-wide basis, the disturbance would be very small. 
We do not believe that the level of disturbance, while important at 
the local level, would affect carrying capacity at the state level. 

PM5-26 Comment noted. 
PM5-27 Comment noted. 
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PM5-28 Comment noted. 
PM5-29 Comment noted. 
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PM5-30 The FERC decided not to extend the 90-day period for comments 

on the DEIS past February 13, 2015. 
 

 W-2035 Appendix W – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 
 



Jordan Cove Energy and 
Pacific Connector Gas Pipeline Project Final EIS 

 
 

PM5 Continued, page 35 of 115 
 
PM5-31 Comment noted. 
PM5-32 Comment noted. 
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PM5-33 Comment noted. 
PM5-34 Comment noted. 
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PM5-35 Comment noted. 
PM5-36 Comment noted. 
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PM5-37 Comment noted. 
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PM5-38 Comment noted. 
PM5-39 Comment noted. 
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PM5-40 Comment noted. 
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PM5-41 The FERC decided not to extend the 90-day period for comments 

on the DEIS past February 13, 2015. 
PM5-42 See the response to IND1-5. 
PM5-43 See the response to IND1-7. 
PM5-44 Seismic effects are discussed in section 4.2.2.2 of the EIS.  Also 

see response to IND1-4 and PM3-46. 
PM5-45 Wildlife are addressed in detail in sections 4.6 and 4.7. 
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PM5-46 The DEIS addresses impacts the Pacific Connector pipeline may 

have on local fire departments in section 4.9.2.6.  That section 
indicated that Pacific Connector has produced an Emergency 
Response Plan, a Fire Prevention and Suppression Plan, and a 
Safety and Security Plan.  In addition, DOT safety regulations 
require the pipeline company to coordinate with local responders.  
Pacific Connector would provide appropriate training to local 
emergency service providers before putting the pipeline into 
service.  Safety measures that would minimize risks of fires in 
forested lands are discussed in section 4.13.9.1 of the DEIS.  Off-
highway vehicle (OHV) controls are discussed in section 4.8.1.2 of 
the DEIS.  Furthermore, FERC is not proposing this Project, the 
applicants are; FERC is a federal regulator of the Project and the 
lead NEPA agency.   
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PM5-47 Comment noted. 
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PM5-48 The public meetings are one method for people to comment on the 

Project.  They can also comment in writing or via email up until the 
last day of the 90-day comment period.  All comments carry the 
same weight. 

PM5-49 This is a draft; additional studies and data will be included in the 
final EIS.  One purpose of a DEIS is to identify additional 
information needed, often due to public or agency comments on the 
DEIS. 
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PM5-50 The FEIS will disclose the environmental effects of the Project.  It 

is not a decision document.  The FEIS will likely include additional 
requirements that must be met during final design.  The 
Commission will consider the effects disclosed in the FEIS and the 
additional information submitted with the final design prior to 
authorizing construction.   Full surveys and design cannot be 
completed until the applicant gains access to the entire route.  
Currently they have not been permitted to survey most private 
lands. 
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PM5-51 Comment noted. 
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PM5-52 Comment noted. 
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PM5-53 The FEIS does not determine the public benefit of the project; this 

is determined by the Commission.  The EIS discloses the 
environmental effects of the project. 

PM5-54 Restrictions and proper use of herbicide during the Project’s 
construction and operation, as well as its effects, are addressed in 
section 4.5 of the DEIS. 

PM5-55 See the response to IND1-2.  See the discussion of risks in section 
4.13. 
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PM5-56 A 2012 study by the Energy Information Administration (EIA) of 

the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) stated: “…U.S. natural gas 
prices are projected to rise over the long run, even before 
considering the possibility of additional exports.”  Another 2012 
study by NERA Economic Consultants for DOE found that the 
nation is “…projected to gain net economic benefits from allowing 
LNG exports.” 

PM5-57 Section 4.9 includes estimates of employment and taxes that would 
result from the project.  Most jobs would be associated with 
construction.  Table 4.9.1.4-2 estimates 145 direct jobs and 445 
indirect jobs associated with operation of the terminal in Coos 
County.  The pipeline is estimated to create about 9 permanent jobs 
(page 4-816).  Tables in section 4.9 also disclose the number on 
construction jobs, which are considerably higher.  As for the 
comparison with Malin, we are not aware of an LNG terminal 
having been built in Malin. 

 

 W-2056 Appendix W – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 
 



Jordan Cove Energy and 
Pacific Connector Gas Pipeline Project Final EIS 

 
 

PM5 Continued, page 56 of 115 
 
PM5-58 The FERC decided not to extend the 90-day period for comments 

on the DEIS past February 13, 2015. 
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PM5-59 Comment noted. 
PM5-60 Comment noted. We are not aware of studies that prove LNG is 

more detrimental than coal. 
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PM5-61 The harbor would not be closed to fishing simply because an LNG 

ship was docked at the terminal.  As stated is section 4.9.1.7, LNG 
vessels would only transit in the waterway to the terminal at slack 
high tide, during daylight hours.  According to ECONorthwest 
(2012e), if 90 LNG vessels visited the Jordan Cove terminal each 
year, there would be 60 hours total during a year when an LNG 
vessel would be present in the waterway (0.68 percent of the time).  
The sum of the time that LNG vessels may be transiting within the 
Coos Bay navigation channel would be about 1.3 percent of 
daylight hours.  Thus, it appears that LNG vessel marine traffic to 
and from the Jordan Cove terminal would have negligible potential 
to affect recreational boaters and other users of the bay. 

PM5-62 Table 4.13.9.2-2 of the DEIS shows the various causes of outside 
force incidents on natural gas pipelines as recorded by the USDOT 
between 1994 and 2013.  Included in these statistics is “intentional” 
damage, which would include an attack.  As shown in table 
4.13.9.2-2, there was one incident of intentional damage to natural 
gas pipelines during this time period, or 0.1 percent of all recorded 
incidents.   
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PM5-63 Comment noted. 
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PM5-64 Comment noted. 
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PM5-65 Comment noted. 
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PM5-66 See the response to IND1-5.   
PM5-67 Seismic hazards are discussed in section 4.2.2. 
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PM5-68 See the response to IND1-1. 
PM5-69 Comment noted. 
PM5-70 Comment noted. 
PM5-71 Comment noted. 
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PM5-72 Comment noted. 
PM5-73 Emissions are discussed in section 4.12.  Emissions from all 

sources, including ships, would be well under federal and state 
limits. 
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PM5-74 It is possible for tanks from vessels to be vented at sea; however, 

quantification of these emissions is speculative and based on 
engineering judgment they are not believed to be significant 
relative to the other emissions identified.   

PM5-75 Comment noted.  Also, see the response to IND1-5. 
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PM5-76 A 2012 study by the Energy Information Administration (EIA) of 

the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) stated: “…U.S. natural gas 
prices are projected to rise over the long run, even before 
considering the possibility of additional exports.”  Another 2012 
study by NERA Economic Consultants for DOE found that the 
nation is “…projected to gain net economic benefits from allowing 
LNG exports.” 

PM5-77 Individual questions and comments, with some exceptions, are not 
directly addressed in the DEIS. Scoping comments/questions are 
used to identify issues; these issues are addressed in the EIS. 

PM5-78 Comment noted. 
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PM5-79 The DEIS does not consider the precise alternative suggested on 

the maps that accompany your scoping letter dated October 26, 
2012, which appears to be a straight line from about MP 70.5 to 
MP 79. At the Klamath Falls, Medford, and Canyonville scoping 
meetings you suggested FERC consider an alternative that has the 
pipeline route follow public highways (“put it under the 
highways”).  The DEIS considers an all-highway alternative route 
in section 3.4.1.2 and found that an all-highway route would not 
offer significant environmental advantages over the proposed route 
and in many places would not be permitted under federal or state 
regulations. We reviewed the scoping letters and it does not appear 
that you submitted a map that shows exactly where you recommend 
placing the line. Alternatives considered in your general area are in 
DEIS section 3.4.2.5 and include the Interstate 5 and South 
Umpqua River Crossing Alternative Routes. 
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PM5-80 Safety and risks associated with the Project are discussed in section 

4.13. 
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PM5-81 Comment noted. 
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PM5-82 Comment noted. 
PM5-83 Your comments on government are noted.  In response to the 

comment period:  it is typical practice at the FERC to allow 45 days 
for comments on a DEIS. Given the scope and complexity of the 
Project, FERC doubled that period, providing 90 days for 
comments. In addition, staff held six meetings in southern Oregon 
(in Coos Bay, Roseburg, Canyonville, Medford, Klamath Falls, and 
Malin) during the week of December 8-13, 2014, to take oral 
comments from the public.  FERC does not believe it was necessary 
to extend the comment period further. We believe 90 days is an 
adequate time for concerned Oregonians to provide their comments 
to the FERC without unduly delaying completion of the 
environmental review. 
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PM5-84 Seismic effects are discussed in section 4.2.2.2 of the EIS.  As 

stated in that section welded steel pipes have fared well in 
earthquakes in California.  The subsidence is not predicted to be an 
abrupt change and it is anticipated that the pipeline can span that 
movement over distance.   Also, as stated in the FEIS, additional 
geotechnical studies would be undertaken prior to construction.  
Also see response to comments IND1-4 and PM3-46. 
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PM5-85 See the response to IND1-1. 
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PM5-86 Comment noted. 
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PM5-87 Comment noted. See the response to IND1-2. 
PM5-88 See the response to IND1-3. 
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PM5-89 Comment noted.  Maintenance requirements are discussed in 

section 4.13. 
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PM5-90 Comment noted. As discussed in section 4.9.2.3 of the DEIS, if the 

landowner and the pipeline company cannot agree on the terms of 
the easement, the mater would be decided by the court. 

PM5-91 Section 4.9 includes estimates of employment and taxes that would 
result from the project.  Most jobs would be associated with 
construction.  Table 4.9.1.4-2 estimates 145 direct jobs and 445 
indirect jobs associated with operation of the terminal in Coos 
County.  The pipeline is estimated to create about 9 permanent jobs 
(page 4-816).  Tables in section 4.9 also disclose the number on 
construction jobs, which are considerably higher.  As for the 
comparison with Malin, we are not aware of an LNG terminal 
having been built in Malin. 

PM5-92 The 15 yr. monitoring report for the NWFP identified stand 
replacement fire as the single greatest factor for the loss of LSOG 
habitat on Federal land.  The LSRAs for LSR 261 and 223 also 
recommended fuel reduction activities to reduce the risk of loss of 
LSOG habitat to stand replacement fire (see section 2.1.4, 4.1.3.6 
and appendices F and H of the DEIS).  The BLM and Forest Service 
have not proposed logging of old-growth forests as mitigation for 
the PCGP project.   
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PM5-93 There is no proposal to fill heli-ponds with discharge water from 

hydrostatic testing. 

 W-2083 Appendix W – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 



Jordan Cove Energy and 
Pacific Connector Gas Pipeline Project Final EIS 

 
 

PM5 Continued, page 83 of 115 
 
PM5-94 The FERC decided not to extend the 90-day period for comments 

on the DEIS past February 13, 2015. 
PM5-95 As discussed during the public meetings and in the letter "To the 

Party Addressed" in the DEIS, all comments on the DEIS are to be 
addressed to the FERC. 

PM5-96 The decision on whether or not to grant a right of way through 
Federal lands would be made by the BLM with concurrence from 
the Forest Service and Reclamation. 
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PM5-97 Comment noted. 
PM5-98 Comment noted. 
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PM5-99 Comment noted. 
PM5-100 Comment noted.  As discussed in section 4.9.2.3 of the DEIS, if the 

landowner and the pipeline company cannot agree on the terms of 
the easement, the mater would be decided by the court. 
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PM5-101 Comment noted. 
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PM5-102 Comment noted. 
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PM5-103 Comment noted. 
PM5-104 Comment noted. 
PM5-105 Our analysis of potential Project-related impacts on the Southwest 

Oregon Regional Airport in North Bend can be found in section 
4.10.1.4 of the DEIS.  In their December 17, 2009 Order Granting 
Authorizations Under Section 3 of the Natural Gas Act and Issuing 
Certificates for the original Jordan Cove LNG import proposal in 
Docket No. CP07-444-000, the other four sitting Commissioners 
disagreed with and overruled Mr. Wellinghoff’s dissent.  In a letter 
to the Commission dated December 22, 2014, commenting on our 
November 2014 DEIS for this Project, the Southwest Oregon 
Regional Airport and Coos County Airport District stated that it 
“strongly concurs with (the) recommendation (in the DEIS for 
Jordan Cove to document consultations with the Federal Aviation 
Administration [FAA] and submit the results of studies before 
Project construction) and believes that the FAA process will assure 
that the Airport continues to operate safely and efficiently.”  See 
the response to IND1-4 concerning geological risks. 

PM5-106 See the discussion in section 4.13.6.1. 
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PM5-107 Pipeline operations, including monitoring, are the responsibility of 

the DOT. 
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PM5-108 Comment noted. 
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PM5-109 Comment noted. 
PM5-110 Cumulative effects are addressed in section 4.14. See the discussion 

on climate change in section 4.14.3.12. 
PM5-111 The DEIS did not fail to address cumulative effects. They are 

addressed in section 4.13 of the DEIS. 
PM5-112 See the response to IND1-3. 
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PM5-113 The EIS considers effects on the environment, including the human 

environment.  The Commission will consider economic factors, 
such as markets and rates, as well as the environmental effects, in 
making its decision. 

PM5-114 Comment noted. 
PM5-115 Comment noted. 
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PM5-116 See the response to IND1-3. 
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PM5-117 Comment noted.  Impacts on old-growth forest are addressed in 

section 4.5.1. 
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PM5-118 Welded pipelines have responded well to earthquakes in other areas 

with similar conditions, such as Chile.  See the discussion on 
seismic risks in section 4.2.2.2. 

PM5-119 Comment noted. 
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PM5-120 The FERC decided not to extend the 90-day period for comments 

on the DEIS past February 13, 2015. 
PM5-121 This statement is not correct.  Earthquakes risks to the LNG 

terminal, including soil liquefaction, lateral spreading, subsidence, 
and tsunamis, are addressed in section 4.2.1.3 (pages 4-244 to 4-
250). Earthquake risks to pipelines are addressed in section 4.2.2.2.  
The discussion addresses regional seismicity, ground shaking, and 
peak horizontal ground acceleration surface rupture from faulting, 
soil liquefaction, lateral spreading, and other potential impacts 
(pages 4-259 to 4-266).   

PM5-122 Section 4.6.2.3 concludes that sediment entering fish streams 
would be short-term and modeling indicates that sediment would 
likely be within the normal fall/winter turbidity levels within 300 
to 500 feet downstream of the crossing.  Crossings would typically 
be completed during the state-approved in-water work window.   

PM5-123 Earthquake risks to pipeline, including from soil liquefaction, are 
addressed in section 4.2.2.2. 
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PM5-124 Comment noted. 
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PM5-125 Impacts on old-growth forest are addressed in section 4.5.1.2.  

Impacts on federally-listed threatened and endangered species are 
discussed in section 4.7.  Please note that the 400 streams are spread 
over 19 fifth-field watersheds covering over 2 million acres.  The 
comment statement that over 2 million acres will be impacted is not 
correct. For example, trees would be cut on approximately 1,712 
acres out of the 2 million plus acres.  This represents less than 
1,000th of 1 percent of these 2 million-plus acres. 

PM5-126 The cumulative effects section does do this. See section 4.14. 
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PM5-127 While there are no headings that say Affected Environment or 

Current Conditions, the current conditions are discussed at 
considerable length for each resource in chapter 4.  For example, 
see the discussion on upland vegetation conditions on pages 4-28 
to 4-48. 
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PM5-128 Comment noted. 
PM5-129 Comment noted. 
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PM5-130 Comment noted. 
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PM5-131 The FERC decided not to extend the 90-day period for comments 

on the DEIS past February 13, 2015. 
PM5-132 Comment noted. 
PM5-133 Earthquakes risks to the LNG terminal, including soil liquefaction, 

lateral spreading, subsidence, and tsunamis are addressed in section 
4.2.1.3 (pages 4-244 to 4-250). Earthquake risks to pipelines are 
addressed in section 4.2.2.2.  The discussion addresses regional 
seismicity, ground shaking and peak horizontal ground acceleration 
surface rupture from faulting, soil liquefaction, lateral spreading, 
and other potential impacts (pages 4-259 to 4-266).   
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PM5-134 Comment noted.  See the response to your previous comment. 
PM5-135 See the response to IND1-3. 
PM5-136 Earthquakes risks to the LNG terminal, including soil liquefaction, 

lateral spreading, subsidence, and tsunamis are addressed in section 
4.2.1.3 (pages 4-244 to 4-250). 
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PM5-137 The Commission will consider financial issues; the EIS addresses 

environmental effects. 
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PM5-138 The FERC decided not to extend the 90-day period for comments 

on the DEIS past February 13, 2015. 
PM5-139 Comment noted. 
PM5-140 Comment noted. 
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PM6-1 Comment noted. 
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PM6-2 Comment noted. 
PM6-3 Comment noted. 
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PM6-4 Comment noted. 
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PM6-5 Comment noted. 
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PM6-6 Comment noted. 
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PM6-7 Comment noted. 
PM6-8 Comment noted. 
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PM6-9 Comment noted. 
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PM6-10 Comment noted. 
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PM6-11 Comment noted. 
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PM6-12 Comment noted. 
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PM6-13 Comment noted. 
PM6-14 Comment noted. 
PM6-15 The FERC decided not to extend the 90-day period for comments 

on the DEIS past February 13, 2015. 
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PM6-16 Comment noted. 
PM6-17 Comment noted. 
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PM6-18 Comment noted. 
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PM6-19 Comment noted. 
PM6-20 Comment noted. 
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PM6-21 Comment noted. 
PM6-22 Comment noted. 
  

 W-2151 Appendix W – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 



Jordan Cove Energy and 
Pacific Connector Gas Pipeline Project Final EIS 

 
 

PM6 Continued, page 36 of 75 
 
PM6-23 Comment noted. 
PM6-24 Jordan Cove can only use the amount of natural gas specified in the 

Commission Order.  In a filing on January 15, 2015, Jordan Cove 
clarified that it has designed its facility to receive a maximum of 
1.03 billion cubic feet per day (Bcf/d) of natural gas from Pacific 
Connector and produce a maximum of 6.8 million metric tons per 
annum (MMTPA) of LNG.  The planned non-jurisdictional South 
Dune Power Plant would generate up to 420-megawatts (MW) of 
electricity for use by the LNG terminal.  This is all disclosed in 
section 1 of the EIS. 
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PM6-25 Pacific Connector can only transport the amount of natural gas 

authorized by the FERC in its Project Order.  There are no plans on 
the record for a new compressor station at Clarks Branch. 
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PM6-26 After installation of the buried pipeline, the right-of-way would be 

restored, and a rancher could grow hay or pasture on the surface 
and graze livestock right over the pipeline.  The company would 
compensate landowners for any damages. 
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PM6-27 Long-term impacts of the Project are addressed in the EIS. Section 

2.6 of the EIS discusses operation and maintenance of facilities. 
PM6-28 The U.S. Congress decided to convey the power of eminent domain 

to private companies that receive a Certificate from the FERC when 
it passed section 7(h) of the NGA in 1947.  The Commission would 
make its decision on public benefit in its Project Order. 

PM6-29 Douglas County issued a land use compatibility statement for the 
Pacific Connector pipeline in the portion of the county outside the 
coastal management zone. In the coastal zone, Douglas County 
issued a conditional use permit to Pacific Connector in 2009, which 
was amended and affirmed in 2014 by the Board of Commissioners 
allowing the Project. The Oregon Department of Land 
Conservation and Development (ODLCD) determines consistency 
with the Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA). Their review is 
ongoing and a determination has not yet been made. Pacific 
Connector is required by FERC to file ODLCD's determination 
once available and will only be allowed to proceed if approved 
under the CZMA. 
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PM6-30 The Clarks Branch Meter Station is described in section 2.1.2.2, 

and the location is shown on the pipeline facility maps included in 
appendix C. The station is not directly on Dole Road, but nearby 
just to the east at approximately MP 71.5, connected to Dole Road 
by a proposed new permanent access road. 

PM6-31 The FERC decided not to extend the 90-day period for comments 
on the DEIS past February 13, 2015. 

PM6-32 The FEIS addresses comments raised on the DEIS. 
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PM6-33 See section 2.4.2.1 of the FEIS. Pacific Connector stated it would 

bury its pipeline up to 36 inches deep in Class 1 areas with normal 
soils and 24 inches deep in Class 1 areas with consolidated rock.  
The trench may be deeper at stream crossings with scour concerns, 
or areas with geological hazards. 

PM6-34 You can negotiate that request with Pacific Connector for the 
easement crossing your land. 

PM6-35 It means that the pipeline route would not cross communities 
identified to have a much greater percentage of people below the 
poverty line or minorities than the state average.  See section 
4.9.2.9 in the FEIS. 
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PM6-36 The U.S. Congress decided to convey the power of eminent domain 

to private companies that receive a Certificate from the FERC when 
it passed section 7(h) of the NGA in 1947. 
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PM6-37 Comment noted. 
PM6-38 Comment noted. 
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PM6-39 Comment noted. 
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PM6-40 Comment noted. 
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PM6-41 Comment noted. 
PM6-42 Section 4.4 discusses stream crossing methods for large and small 

streams and BMPs to minimize erosion and restoration of stream 
banks.   

PM6-43 The EIS includes an extensive evaluation of landslide hazards and 
outlines measures for crossing steep terrain; see section 4.2. 
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PM6-44 We address impacts on timber is section 4.5 of the EIS.  You may 

have to negotiate deeper burial of the pipeline for road crossings on 
your property; however, the pipe would be buried and would not 
obstruct the movement of equipment or logs across the easement. 

PM6-45 The EIS addresses fire risk in section 4.5.  In section 2, it is 
discussed that the right-of-way would be mowed and maintained 
on a periodic basis. 

PM6-46 Sections 4.8.1.2 and 4.10.2.5 of the EIS addresses OHV controls. 
PM6-47 As stated on page 4-355 of the DEIS and in the Groundwater 

Supply Monitoring and Mitigation Plan, pre-construction surveys 
would be conducted to confirm the presence and locations of all 
groundwater supplies for landowners within and adjacent to the 
proposed pipeline right-of-way.  Pacific Connector has stated that 
it would further verify exact locations of springs and seeps during 
easement negotiation with landowners.        
As discussed in section 4.4.2.1, in its Groundwater Supply 
Monitoring and Mitigation Plan,  Pacific Connector states that 
should it be determined after construction that there has been an 
effect to groundwater supply (either yield or quality), Pacific 
Connector would provide a temporary supply of water, and if 
determined necessary, would replace the affected supply with a 
permanent water supply.  Mitigation measures would be 
coordinated with the individual landowner to meet the landowner’s 
specific needs. 

  

 W-2168 Appendix W – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 



Jordan Cove Energy and 
Pacific Connector Gas Pipeline Project Final EIS 

 
 

PM6 Continued, page 53 of 75 
 
PM6-48 Pipeline safety is addressed in section 4.13 of the EIS.  There are 

no assurances that Pacific Connector would not sell the pipeline to 
another company in the future, or that another line may not be 
proposed for an adjacent location outside of existing right-of-way. 

PM6-49 Pacific Connector would work with other utilities when crossing 
those foreign lines, as explained in section 2.4.2.2 of the EIS. 
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PM6-50 Comment noted. 
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PM6-51 The FERC decided not to extend the 90-day period for comments 

on the DEIS past February 13, 2015. 
PM6-52 Comment noted. 
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PM6 Continued, page 58 of 75 
 
PM6-53 Comment noted. 
PM6-54 Comment noted. 
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PM6 Continued, page 59 of 75 
 
PM6-55 Comment noted. 
PM6-56 Comment noted. 
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PM6-57 Comment noted. 
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PM6 Continued, page 62 of 75 
 
PM6-58 In this area, the Pacific Connector pipeline was routed adjacent to 

existing rights-of-way including a road and existing pipeline.  One 
of the “kinks” you identify in the route would avoid a federally 
listed plant species.  DOT regulations would prevent the pipeline 
from being laid on the surface.   

PM6-59 The proponent is required to prepare an Emergency Response Plan.  
A draft of this document is included with the POD. 
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PM6 Continued, page 63 of 75 
 
PM6-60 No one should enter your property without your permission. 
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PM6 Continued, page 64 of 75 
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 W-2181 Appendix W – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 



Jordan Cove Energy and 
Pacific Connector Gas Pipeline Project Final EIS 

 
 

PM6 Continued, page 66 of 75 
 
PM6-61 Comment noted. 
PM6-62 Section 4.14 of the EIS addresses cumulative impacts.  See section 

1.4.4 of the DEIS for a discussion that explains why the FERC does 
not conduct programmatic environmental studies.  Also see the 
responses to IND1-1 and IND6-1. 
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PM6 Continued, page 67 of 75 
 
PM6-63 The wording that it is "a climate solution" is not found in the EIS.  

It is correct to say it emits less GHG per unit of heat than coal, oil, 
or any other fossil fuels. 
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PM6 Continued, page 68 of 75 
 
PM6-64 The Commission’s purpose is to regulate the interstate 

transportation of natural gas in accordance with the NGA. 
PM6-65 See response to PM6-64. 
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PM6 Continued, page 70 of 75 
 
PM6-66 Between the pipeline crossing of Clover Creek Road and the 

community of Malin, Pacific Connector completed an on-the-
ground cultural resources inventory, with two small gaps, and 
identified three prehistoric archaeological sites.  One of those sites 
would be avoided by the HDD under the Klamath River, while the 
other two are unevaluated and require additional archaeological 
investigation.  In addition, Pacific Connector has filed a plan to 
handle the unanticipated discovery of cultural or human remains 
during construction.  Section 4.11 summarizes the finding of the 
cultural resources surveys and consultations with Indian tribes 
about the Project.  We have recommended that Pacific Connector 
file documentation of communications with the Klamath Tribes, 
including any agreements reached.  Such an agreement could 
provide for monitoring of trenching by tribal members. 

PM6-67 Section 4.8.1.2 and 4.10.2.5 of the EIS addresses OHV controls. 
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PM6 Continued, page 71 of 75 
 
PM6-68 Project-related impacts on fish are addressed in section 4.6 of the 

EIS.  As discussed in section 4.4, Pacific Connector would cross 
the Rogue River with an HDD to avoid affecting salmon and other 
fish in the river. 
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PM6-69 Comment noted. 
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STATE AGENCIES 
 
SA1 State of Oregon, John A. Kitzhaber, MD, Governor 
 
SA1-1 Comment noted. 
SA1-2 Economic benefits associated with the terminal are discussed in 

section 4.9.1.4, tax revenues in 4.9.1.5.  Economic benefits 
associated with the pipeline are discussed in section 4.9.2.4, tax 
revenues in 4.9.2.5.  The environmental effects are evaluated in 
applicable sections of Chapter 4.      
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SA1 Continued, page 2 of 241 
 
SA1-3 The FEIS would be used by the Commission along with other 

analyses in making their decision.  Typically, if the Commission 
does authorize the Project, that authorization would include 
conditions that must be met prior to construction.  This would 
include meeting State permitting requirements. Jordan Cove filed 
its Wildlife Habitat Mitigation Plan (in accordance with OAR 635-
415-0000 through 0025) in May 2014. Also, see the requirement 
on page 4-516 of the DEIS:  Pacific Connector should file a Habitat 
Mitigation Plan that was formulated in consultation with ODFW 
prior to the end of the comment period. 

SA1-4 Comment noted. 
SA1-5 Typically, if the Commission does authorize the Project, that 

authorization would include conditions that must be met prior to 
construction.  This would include meeting permitting requirements 
under the CWA, CAA, and CZMA. 

SA1-6 FERC uses a third party construction monitoring contractor rather 
than a local advisory group to monitor construction, see section 
2.5.1. 
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SA1 Continued, page 3 of 241 
 
SA1-7 Marine traffic is regulated by the Coast Guard and the Port, not by 

FERC. 
SA1-8 Our analysis of potential Project-related impacts on the Southwest 

Oregon Regional Airport in North Bend can be found in section 
4.10.1.4 of the DEIS.  In a letter to the Commission dated 
December 22, 2014, commenting on our November 2014 DEIS for 
this Project, the Southwest Oregon Regional Airport and Coos 
County Airport District stated that it “strongly concurs with (the) 
recommendation (in the DEIS for Jordan Cove to document 
consultations with the Federal Aviation Administration [FAA] and 
submit the results of studies before Project construction) and 
believes that the FAA process will assure that the Airport continues 
to operate safely and efficiently.”   
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SA1 Continued, page 4 of 241 
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SA1 Continued, page 5 of 241 
 
SA1-9 The FERC staff make recommendations to the Commission, the 

Commission's Public Order will determine the conditions of the 
Certificate, if one is issued.  Typically, the Commission adopts the 
recommendations in the FEIS and may add additional 
requirements. 
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SA1 Continued, page 6 of 241 
 
SA1-10 Jordan Cove’s June 10, 2014 MOU with the ODE requires the 

posting of a bond to cover retirement costs.  Also, both companies 
would have insurance to cover the unlikely event of an incident.    

SA1-11 Comment noted. 
SA1-12 The text "not...environmental in nature" in Section 1.4.4 has been  

modified, as has the text inferring that impacts from certain 
activities are not considered solely because FERC does not have 
jurisdiction over them has also been modified.  However, with 
regard to the comment about impacts on Oregon's lands and State 
waters due to air contaminants other than GHG, there are no 
impacts (given that the NAAQS are protective of lands and waters 
and the NAAQS are complied with).  Section 4.14 has been 
modified to state this more explicitly.  With respect to the impacts 
of the project's GHG impacts on lands and waters, we agree with 
the statement in the CEQ's draft guidance published for public 
review and comment in December 2014, which stated that "in light 
of the difficulties in attributing specific climate impacts to 
individual projects, CEQ recommends agencies use the projected 
GHG emissions...as a proxy for assessing a proposed action's 
potential climate change impacts" (p. 8).  We completely disagree 
with the statement that "there is no doubt that if FERC did not 
approve the siting of this Project the 'life-cycle' emissions 
associated with this Project would not be emitted into the 
atmosphere"; we believe that it is in fact highly likely that if this 
Project did not proceed, the gas producers and gas buyers would 
likely link up through a separate project (e.g., Oregon LNG), or one 
from another coastal area.  Sections 4.12.1.1 through 4.12.1.4 of 
the DEIS already incorporated (1) a (non-GHG) impacts analysis 
for the Coos Bay area that incorporates nearby marine vessel 
emissions; (2) a reasonable discussion of the GHG emissions 
associated with transoceanic transportation of the LNG; (3) 
quantification of GHG emissions from end-use combustion of the 
natural gas; and (4) summaries of life-cycle GHG analyses of these 
types of projects conducted by other entities.  Accordingly, we 
assert that we are adhering to CEQ's draft guidance that was 
published for public review and comment in December 2014.    
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SA1 Continued, page 7 of 241 
 
SA1-13 A 2012 study by the Energy Information Administration (EIA) of 

the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) stated: “…U.S. natural gas 
prices are projected to rise over the long run, even before 
considering the possibility of additional exports.”  Another 2012 
study by NERA Economic Consultants for DOE found that the 
nation is “…projected to gain net economic benefits from allowing 
LNG exports.” 
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SA1 Continued, page 8 of 241 
 
SA1-14 FERC is not circumventing ODEG's review. The EIS considers the 

environmental effects of the proposed project. The Commission 
will use the information in the EIS and other analyses in preparing 
its Public Order.  Any approval by the Commission would be 
conditioned on the applicant meeting all permitting requirements, 
including ODEQ's.  See section 1.5.1. 
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SA1 Continued, page 9 of 241 
 
SA1-15 PGCP RR3 page 48 of Pacific Connector's Resource Report filed with 

FERC on February 6, 2013 and available on eLibrary states:  "No 
hazardous waste sites are known in the area of Coos Bay that would be 
crossed by the pipeline, so toxic effects from re-suspended sediment 
should not occur. However, much development, including boat 
painting with toxic compounds (e.g. metals, tributyltin, polyaromatic 
hydrocarbons, polychlorinated biphenyls – Oregon Department of 
Environmental Quality, 2013), has occurred in Coos Bay in the past. 
Catching Slough has records of elevated levels of tributyltin in the 
sediment (Elgethun et al., 2000). Pacific Connector would avoid direct 
impacts on Catching Slough by crossing under it with a bore. There 
may be some risk of newly disturbed areas containing some unknown 
quantities of potentially hazardous compounds. Pacific Connector has 
prepared a plan to handle contaminated sediments discovered by 
pipeline construction (see Appendix E to the Plan of Development 
(POD), provided as a stand-alone document).  Additionally sediment 
characterization relative to potential toxic substances was evaluated by 
PGCP in a report: "Sediment Characteristic of Pacific Connector Gas 
Pipeline Project Haynes Inlet, Oregon" August 2, 2010 where 
contaminants of concern have not been identified near the project area 
within Coos Bay, including Haynes Inlet, at concentrations greater 
than Sediment Evaluation Framework screening levels. Therefore, it is 
unlikely that the project activities will present unacceptable risks to the 
receptors of concern identified in the Model. There may be some risk 
of newly disturbed areas containing some unknown quantities of 
potentially hazardous compounds. Pacific Connector has prepared a 
plan to handle contaminated sediments discovered by pipeline 
construction (see Appendix E to the Plan of Development (POD), 
provided as a stand-alone document).  The evaluation of sediment and 
turbidity levels being elevated to substantial levels outside of the 
immediate trenching area was modeled and determined they would be 
mostly low and within normal winter turbidity level ranges (see 
responses to CO39-49, 51, 53 and 54).  The applicant will coordinate 
with ODFW concerning methods and actions to occur in the Haynes 
Inlet crossing including obtaining all needed permits. 

SA1-16 Comment noted. 
SA1-17 Comment noted. 
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SA1 Continued, page 10 of 241 
 
SA1-18 We do not consider occasional 4 to 10 minute delays to be a 

significant issue.  Many factors cause delays in landings and 
takeoffs, including weather, staffing issues, and mechanical 
problems. The airport deals with these delays on a regular basis.   
FERC is requiring that, prior to construction, Jordan Cove file 
documentation of its consultations with the FAA as well as official 
determinations made by the FAA with respect to the LNG terminal 
and related facilities. In a letter to FERC dated December 22, 2014 
(Accession No. 20141229-0013), the Southwest Oregon Regional 
Airport stated that it "believes that the FAA process will address 
and resolve any impacts of the Project on the Airport and will allow 
the Project to proceed as proposed without having an adverse effect 
on Airport operations or safety." Jordan Cove is continuing to work 
with the FAA to resolve potential hazard issues, which have been 
added to the FEIS. 
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SA1 Continued, page 11 of 241 
 
SA1-19 The DEIS states that the FAA 2008 review was not an official 

determination of findings (Section 4.10.1.4). FERC is requiring 
that, prior to construction, Jordan Cove file documentation of its 
consultations with the FAA as well as official determinations made 
by the FAA with respect to the LNG terminal and related facilities. 
Updated FAA 7460-1 forms have been filed by the applicant and 
pertinent information included in the FEIS. 

SA1-20 As previously noted, Jordan Cove is required to meet all FAA 
regulations and to file any official determinations prior to 
construction.  The information provided regarding potential 
adverse socioeconomic effects from a scenario where the FAA 
determines the Project poses a hazard to air navigation has been 
added to the FEIS. 

 
  

 W-2202 Appendix W – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 



Jordan Cove Energy and 
Pacific Connector Gas Pipeline Project Final EIS 

 
 

SA1 Continued, page 12 of 241 
 
SA1-21 Updated FAA 7460-1 forms have been filed by the applicant and 

pertinent information included in the FEIS. Jordan Cove is 
continuing to work with the FAA to resolve potential hazard issues, 
which have been added to the FEIS. 
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SA1 Continued, page 13 of 241 
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SA1 Continued, page 14 of 241 
 
SA1-22 Economic benefits associated with the terminal are discussed in 

section 4.9.1.4, tax revenues in 4.9.1.5.  Economic benefits 
associated with the pipeline are discussed in section 4.9.2.4, tax 
revenues in 4.9.2.5.  The environmental effects are evaluated in 
applicable sections of Chapter 4.   
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SA1 Continued, page 15 of 241 
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SA1 Continued, page 16 of 241 
 
SA1-23 This information has been added to the FEIS. 
SA1-24 This information has been added to the FEIS. 
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SA1 Continued, page 17 of 241 
 
SA1-25 This information has been added to the FEIS. 
SA1-26 This information has been added to the FEIS. 
SA1-27 This information has been added to the FEIS. 
SA1-28 This information has been added to the FEIS. 
SA1-29 This information has been added to the FEIS. 
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SA1 Continued, page 18 of 241 
 
SA1-30 This information has been added to the FEIS. 
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SA1 Continued, page 19 of 241 
 
SA1-31 The reference to OAR 345-021-0010(r) has been removed. 
SA1-32 This information has been included. 
SA1-33 This information has been included. 
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SA1 Continued, page 20 of 241 
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SA1 Continued, page 21 of 241 
 
SA1-34 Comment noted. 
SA1-35 These facilities are discussed in Chapter 2. See section 2.1.1.12 for 

wetland mitigation and 2.1.1.14 for the workers camp, Non-
jurisdictional facilities are discussed in section 2.2. 
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SA1 Continued, page 22 of 241 
 
SA1-36 Alternatives are considered in Chapter 3, see the evaluation criteria 

in that section.  Also see section 4.14 for cumulative effects. The 
scope of that analysis is discussed in section 4.14 2.3. 

SA1-37 Expanding the capacity of the terminal would require a new 
application to FERC and a new NEPA analysis. At this point, it is 
not a foreseeable action. 

SA1-38 The proposed use of the west side of the slip has evolved from the 
original concept.  The proposed action under this NEPA analysis 
includes a single-use slip and access channel that solely supports 
LNG operations. The 800-foot slip width would be needed in order 
to be able to move an LNG vessel off of the LNG berth on the east 
side of the slip in the event of an incident within the LNG upland 
facilities that might threaten the safety of the LNG vessel at berth.  
Having the 800 foot slip width provides the flexibility needed for 
tugs to move the LNG vessel away from a hazard at the terminal or 
at the LNG loading dock to the relative safety of the west side of 
the slip.  All references to a multi-purpose facility, mixed-use 
facility and/or alternative use in the DEIS, appendices and other 
supporting documents have been deleted from the FEIS. 
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SA1 Continued, page 23 of 241 
 
SA1-39 This information has been updated in the FEIS 
SA1-40 The BLM and Forest Service have not proposed compensatory 

mitigation as a substitute for preventing habitat degradation.  The 
compensatory mitigation plans address unavoidable adverse 
impacts of the proposed pipeline and have been designed to meet 
objectives in the BLM and USFS LMPs.  The steps the BLM and 
Forest Service have taken to avoid or reduce impacts on public 
lands is documented in chapters 2 and 3 of the DEIS.  The design 
features and project requirements are described in the plans of 
development submitted by Pacific Connector in their 2013 
application. The compensatory mitigation plans included in section 
2.1.4 of the DEIS have been developed and proposed by the BLM 
and Forest Service, not the applicant.  These actions would be 
included as requirements in the ROW grant and should be 
considered as part of the proposed action. It is also important to 
note that the BLM and Forest Service have not proposed any 
amendments to the ACS for the PCGP project. Consistency with 
the ACS is addressed in Section 4.1.3.5 and Appendix J of the 
DEIS. 
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SA1 Continued, page 24 of 241 
 
SA1-41 Information on stream crossings and riparian vegetation removed 

on a basin basis has been added to the analysis. Intuitively, 
removing 75 feet of riparian vegetation at several crossing points 
per watershed, when considered in terms of a watershed that 
includes tens of thousands of acres, would have an extremely small 
effect on water temperature at the watershed level. Also, it is worth 
noting that while there are approximately 234 streams crossed by 
the pipeline, approximately 137 of these are either Intermittent or 
ephemeral streams.   Tree removal on ephemeral streams would be 
very unlikely to affect the water temperature since these streams 
only flow during rainstorms.  Since most intermittent streams are 
only running water in the fall, winter, and/or spring, tree removal 
would have little effect on stream temperature. 

SA1-42 This information has been added to the FEIS. The need for a 
separate Oil Spill Contingency Plan in accordance with Oregon 
Revised Statute 468B.300-ORS 456B.500 has been recognized by 
Jordan Cove in their Resource Report 11. 

SA1-43 The DEIS does disclose the noise impacts of the proposed project, 
it also notes local noise standards, as well as State standards.  See 
section 4.12.2.3. In particular, see table 4.12.2.4-1 and other tables 
in that section. 

SA1-44 Subpart OOOO does not apply.  The units affected by Subpart 
OOOO are predominantly upstream of the natural gas transmission 
and storage segment; the sole exception to this is storage vessels 
for crude oil, condensate, intermediate hydrocarbon liquids, or 
produced water that has the potential to emit at least 6 tons per year 
of volatile organic compounds (and the project does not have such 
storage vessels). 
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SA1 Continued, page 25 of 241 
 
SA1-45 The difference Is due to the fact that the EIS table shows emissions 

in units of metric tonnes (which are the units used by both US EPA 
and the international community for GHG reporting) whereas the 
ACDP application shows emissions in units of English (short) tons, 
which is the convention for air permits.  A metric tonne is 
approximately 10% more than an English (short) ton. 

SA1-46 Comment noted.  As noted in section 1.5.1, the applicant would be 
required to comply with all State permitting requirements. 

SA1-47 Comment noted. As noted in section 1.5.1, the applicant would be 
required to comply with all State permitting requirements. 

SA1-48 The text was corrected as noted in this comment. 
SA1-49 The facility will need to submit their assessments to ODEQ for 

review and approval to get their air permit; there is no need for the 
EIS to require this. 

SA1-50 This information has been corrected. 
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SA1 Continued, page 26 of 241 
 
SA1-51 Clarification has been added to the FEIS that the well field is 

managed though conditions outlined in the Forest Service Special 
Permit.  Conditions in the permit are protective of aquatic and 
terrestrial ecosystems located in the ODNRA (CBNBWB 2009).   

SA1-52 This information has been added to the FEIS. 
SA1-53 This has been corrected. 
SA1-54 This has been corrected. Note, this is on page 4-408, not 4-308. 
SA1-55 This has been added. 
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SA1 Continued, page 27 of 241 
 
SA1-56 It is not clear what wastewater the comment refers to.  If this refers 

to the LNG terminal, see the above response. 
SA1-57 Category 4 and 5 listings are included as water quality limited 

waters on page 4-372 of the DEIS and listed in Table 4.4.2.2-3. 
SA1-58 The section of this table related to the ODEQ already contains a 

disclosure of these permit requirements and current status of the 
permit application.  If the State has more information on this 
process or the current status, it can provide this information to the 
FERC.  Note that there are no statements in the EIS that remove or 
reduce the applicants' requirements and obligations to the State or 
the State permit process.  The applicant will be required to comply 
with State regulations and permit requirements. 

SA1-59 Statement has been corrected in the FEIS. 
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SA1 Continued, page 28 of 241 
 
SA1-60 Information is found in Section 1.4.4.8. 
SA1-61 Text has been corrected. 
SA1-62 Comment noted. 
SA1-63 Comment noted. 
SA1-64 Statement has been corrected in the FEIS. 
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SA1 Continued, page 29 of 241 
 
SA1-65 The compressor station would not generate any process 

wastewater, non-process wastewater, or stormwater exposed to 
industrial activity.  This has been clarified in the FEIS. 

SA1-66 Jordan Cove is not proposing an on-site sewage system; sewage 
would be processed through the City of North Bend’s wastewater 
treatment system via a new sewer line.  Statement is corrected in 
the FEIS. 

SA1-67 FEIS has been corrected. Jordan Cove is not proposing on-site 
sewage treatment. There would be a connection to the City of North 
Bend's sewer system and wastewater treatment. 

SA1-68 This has been corrected. 
SA1-69 This has been corrected. 
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SA1 Continued, page 30 of 241 
 
SA1-70 As stated on page 4-371 of the DEIS, compliance with Oregon 

water quality standards and applicable TMDLs would be addressed 
during the CWA Section 401 water quality certification processes 
prior to construction.  
The NEPA analysis primarily assess effects to resources.  
Determination of whether the project would meet State water 
quality standards is not necessarily assessed.  The State, when 
issuing permits, can designate the specific requirements to be met 
by the project actions including specific State regulations. 

SA1-71 As stated on page 4-371 of the DEIS, compliance with Oregon 
water quality standards and applicable TMDLs would be addressed 
during the CWA Section 401 water quality certification processes 
prior to construction. 
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SA1 Continued, page 31 of 241 
 
SA1-72 The DEIS identifies the impacts to both upland, riparian, and 

wetland vegetation in sections 4.5.2.1.  See the response to SIA-41 
for effects on temperature.  See table 4.14.3-1 for the cumulative 
effects of all foreseeable projects, including the pipeline, in each of 
the 19 watersheds crossed by the Project.  In nearly all cases, all 
foreseeable projects effect too small a percent of the watershed to 
have a significant effect on water quality or habitat function. 

SA1-73 As a result of the extensive watershed analysis conducted by the 
BLM and Forest Service, more information is available for federal 
lands than private lands. The information that the ODEQ has 
developed plans for impacted streams that includes streambank 
restoration procedures has been added.  See FERC's Plan and 
Procedures, and the applicant's proposed changes in Appendix P. 
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SA1 Continued, page 32 of 241 
 
SA1-74 Impacts to streams, on all lands, is discussed in section 4.4.2.2 and 

in 4.6.2.3.  Also, see FERC's Plan and Procedures, and the 
applicant's proposed changes in Appendix P. 

SA1-75 The role of the DEIS is to identify the environmental effects of the 
project.  The DEIS discusses the likely effect of the Proposed 
Action on turbidity in section 4.4.2.2 and how turbidity would 
affect fish in section 4.6.2.3. The DEIS also states that the applicant 
would need to meet the requirements of the State permitting 
process. 

SA1-76 As stated on page 2-105 and elsewhere, details about erosion 
control can be found in FERC's Plan, the POD, and in Pacific 
Connector's Erosion Control and Revegetation Plan.  Effective 
erosion control is important along the entire route and would be 
required in all work areas. 
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SA1 Continued, page 33 of 241 
 
SA1-77 The DEIS discloses impacts to water quality in the bay from the 

LNG facilities in section 4.4.2.1 and from the pipeline in section 
4.4.2.2.  See the response to SIA-38 for other uses of the marine 
slip. See table 4.14.2.3-1 for foreseeable projects in the Coos Bay 
Frontal Pacific Ocean Watershed.  Any proposal to deepen the 
existing channel to accommodate larger tankers would require a 
new application and a new NEPA analysis.  It is not a foreseeable 
action. Note that the description of possible future use of the west 
side of the slip is no longer viable and has been deleted from the 
FEIS.  

SA1-78 The Project includes extensive mitigation by the BLM and Forest 
Service on lands they manage (see table 2.1.4-1).  In addition, the 
USFWS and NMFS would require additional mitigation for effects, 
especially on private land. 
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SA1 Continued, page 34 of 241 
 
SA1-79 Information has been added to the FEIS.   

The applicant will be required to meet all state and local permit 
requirements, which will include details on meeting water quality 
standards, including beneficial uses, on a site-by site basis. 
The State's concern can be addressed through its own permitting 
process. The applicant would be required to meet state and federal 
laws and regulations, as stated in section 1.5.1 of the DEIS. 

SA1-80 Stream crossing methods are discussed in section 4.4.2.2.  Also, see 
FERC's Plan and Procedures, and the applicant's proposed changes 
in Appendix P.  The State may require additional design and stream 
crossing methods and mitigation as part of their permitting process. 

SA1-81 The information that the Rogue River (river mile 0-216.8) is 
currently on the proposed 2012 303(d) list of impaired waters - 
Category 5 - Water Quality Limited has been added to the 
discussion of mercury in section 4.1 and in the water quality 
discussion in section 4.4 of  the FEIS.  The Project includes 
effective erosion control measures.  The State may require 
additional design and stream crossing methods and mitigation as 
part of their permitting process. 
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SA1 Continued, page 35 of 241 
 
SA1-82 The need for permits from ODFW and coordination with ODEQ 

for blasting in waters of the state have been noted in the FEIS.  The 
effects of blasting on streams is addressed in sections 4.4.2.2 and 
4.6.2.3 of the DEIS. 

 
  

 W-2226 Appendix W – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 



Jordan Cove Energy and 
Pacific Connector Gas Pipeline Project Final EIS 

 
 

SA1 Continued, page 36 of 241 
 
SA1-83 Comment noted. 
SA1-84 The expected direct and indirect effects of the Project are disclosed 

in the resource sections of Chapter 4.  This section is discussing 
cumulative effects, and therefore, it is appropriate to discuss the 
total expected erosion, past, present, and foreseeable. 
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SA1 Continued, page 37 of 241 
 
SA1-85 The analysis of effects from construction does include the 

temporary work areas. There is no error. 
SA1-86 The analysis includes more than just the statement quoted in the 

comment. See the temperature modeling in this section and other 
studies used in the analysis.  Additionally, the applicant has 
indicated they will do additional riparian plantings in the ratio of 
1:1 for construction phase affects and 2:1 for permanent impacts to 
mitigate for any potential temperature increases as outlined in the 
DEQ letter of September 12, 2011 (see PCGP 2013 Thermal impact 
Assessment).   
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SA1 Continued, page 38 of 241 
 
SA1-87 FERC's Erosion Control and Sedimentation Plan includes measures 

to ensure that the turbid water would not reach the waters of the 
State, as noted in the DEIS. 

SA1-88 Comment noted. There are multiple plans; therefore, multiple 
names are used in the EIS. 
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SA1 Continued, page 39 of 241 
 
SA1-89 FERC's Plan permits the use of straw bales and other measures. 
SA1-90 FERC's Plan lists several methods, the silt fences are discussed as 

one of the BMPs that may be used. 
SA1-91 Statement has been corrected in the FEIS. 
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SA1 Continued, page 40 of 241 
 
SA1-92 Statement has been corrected in the FEIS. 
SA1-93 Statement has been corrected in the FEIS. 
SA1-94 This information has been added to the FEIS. 
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SA1 Continued, page 41 of 241 
 
SA1-95 Comment noted.  The purpose of the DEIS is to identify 

environmental impacts.  The methods used in the DEIS do this.  The 
State may require different measures and methods as part of its 
permit process. 
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SA1 Continued, page 42 of 241 
 
SA1-96 Comment noted.  The purpose of the DEIS is to identify 

environmental impacts.  The methods used in the DEIS do this.  The 
State may require different measures and methods as part of its 
permit process.  Also, as noted in the comment, the DEIS already 
states that mitigation ratios of 1:1 for construction-phase impacts 
or  2:1 for permanent impacts would be applied as outlined in 
ODEQ’s September 2011 letter. 
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SA1 Continued, page 43 of 241 
 
SA1-97 This information has been added to the FEIS. 
SA1-98 This statement has been added to the FEIS:  The ODEQ would 

evaluate sediment chemistry data against the appropriate sediment 
screening criteria. 
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SA1 Continued, page 44 of 241 
 
SA1-99 This is a comment on a GeoEngineers report, not on the DEIS. 
SA1-100 This is a comment on a GeoEngineers report, not on the DEIS. 
SA1-101 The overall area affected would be small and as noted natural 

flushing would reduce effect beyond the local area.  Nightingale 
and Simenstad (2001) review of literature and summary document 
on effects of dredging and in it concluded that they could find no 
empirical data indicating reduction in oxygen was an issue of 
concern for estuarine and marine organism for dredging actions.  
Additionally permits issues could address requirements the 
applicant would need to meet relative to these parameters. 

 
  

 W-2235 Appendix W – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 



Jordan Cove Energy and 
Pacific Connector Gas Pipeline Project Final EIS 

 
 

SA1 Continued, page 45 of 241 
 
SA1-102 The text quoted in the comment provides the answer to the 

question:  "turbidity curtains may be deployed, as practicable." The 
final determination of use would be stated in the permit issued for 
the project.  Additionally the Coos County Planning Department 
for land use for File no. REM-11-01 Final decision (March 14, 
2012) has a permit condition: "No 3 Turbidity" ---"The applicant 
shall employ turbidity curtains and/or other appropriate control 
measures to assure that turbidity does not exceed the levels 
specified in the Applicant's DEQ water quality permit."  So the 
needed protections for turbidity in the Haynes Inlet would be 
implemented.   
Regarding the portion of the comment related to frackouts:  The 
risk of an inadvertent frackout is discussed in the section of the EIS 
referenced in the State's comment.  Detailed contingency plans are 
in place should there be any problems which include agency 
engagement should issues arise (Drilling Fluid Contingency Plan 
for Horizontal Directional Drilling Operations).  Also see response 
to CO34-55. 
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SA1 Continued, page 46 of 241 
 
SA1-103 These passages are from Chapter 2.  Chapter 2 describes the 

proposed project, not the effects of the Project.  Project effects are 
discussed in Chapter 4.  See section 4.4.2.2 for a discussion of water 
needed for hydrostatic testing.  Note that the recommended 
evaluation can't be completed prior to finalizing the DEIS because 
the DEIS has already been published. 
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SA1 Continued, page 47 of 241 
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SA1 Continued, page 48 of 241 
 
SA1-104 Many domestic water supply wells are not registered or identified 

in publicly available State databases, and therefore not all wells in 
the vicinity of the proposed pipeline have been identified.  Most 
private landowners have not authorized access to their property; 
therefore, the applicant cannot identify where water sources are 
located on private lands.  Pacific Connector would verify exact 
locations of water supply wells, springs, and seeps during easement 
negotiations with landowners. 

SA1-105 Comment noted.  If, as stated in the DEIS, the pipeline would 
comply with the FPA there would be no need for waivers. 

SA1-106 Comment noted.  This requirement is part of the State permitting 
process.  The applicant is required to comply with State 
requirements. 
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SA1 Continued, page 49 of 241 
 
SA1-107 Comment noted.  This requirement is part of the State permitting 

process.  The applicant is required to comply with State 
requirements. 

SA1-108 The DEIS states that fertilizer would not be applied in wetlands or 
within 100 feet of a stream; therefore, there is no need to explain 
how the applicant would apply fertilizer within 100 feet of surface 
waters or what buffers would be required. There would be a 100-ft 
buffer. 
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SA1 Continued, page 50 of 241 
 
SA1-109 Comment noted. 
SA1-110 Comment noted.  Section 1.5.1 states that the applicants must 

obtain all required permits. 
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SA1 Continued, page 51 of 241 
 
SA1-111 Dirt roads are compacted by use, compacted soil absorbs little rain 

water.  Without hardened surfaces, storm water runs off road 
surfaces and carries fine sediments from the road surface with the 
water.  Following surfacing, the water runs off the road with less 
sediment.   Harding road surfaces is a common method utilized by 
the Forest Service and BLM to reduce erosion. We are not aware 
of any evidence that this practice increases impacts to water quality, 
or that  BMPs required by State and Federal authorities (depending 
on the ownership) to protect water quality would be less effective 
if the road surface is hardened than if it is not. 

SA1-112 Federal agencies have road standards which would have to be met.  
Roads on private lands are under State regulation.  The applicant 
would be required to meet State and Federal laws and regulations, 
as stated in section 1.5.1 of the DEIS. 
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SA1 Continued, page 52 of 241 
 
SA1-113 Section 4.14 addresses cumulative effects. Table 4.14.2.3-1 

includes "Recent, Current, or Proposed Actions…" In addition to 
approximately 20 miles of project-related road construction, there 
are roads associated with other foreseeable projects. There is no 
reason to think that cumulative miles of road construction would be 
the same as the number of miles proposed for the Project. 

SA1-114 As described on pages 4-270 and 4-289 of the DEIS, in addition to 
construction BMPs, Pacific Connector would perform regular 
monitoring to detect slope stability issues post-construction.  
Additional monitoring protocols would be developed at any 
identified areas of specific concern as discussed on page 4-271 of 
the DEIS.  Detailed engineering designs and monitoring protocols 
for areas of slope stability concern would be developed prior to 
construction and submitted to the Secretary for review.  Water 
quality mitigation for slope instability concerns is discussed in 
section 4.1 of the EIS. 
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SA1 Continued, page 53 of 241 
 
SA1-115 We will note this is a potential concern for the Kentuck slough in 

the EIS relative to dissolved oxygen.  However, note that the details 
of how this issue would be addressed will be developed in the final 
plans that will be coordinated between the applicant, the Army 
Corps, and the State during the 404 and 401 permitting process.  
Presumably this would including details of insuring how the actions 
would meet State water quality standards including dissolved 
oxygen. 
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SA1 Continued, page 54 of 241 
 
SA1-116 This has been added to the FEIS. 
SA1-117 FERC's Plan requires at least two years of monitoring and 

reporting.  The State may add additional monitoring as part of its 
permitting process. 
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SA1 Continued, page 55 of 241 
 
SA1-118 Comment noted. 
SA1-119 Increased turbidity during dredging will be temporary. Page 4-384 

of the DEIS identifies that BMPs will be used to minimize 
turbidity, and water quality monitoring will be employed to meet 
ODEQ water quality criterion during construction.  The applicant 
will be required to meet all State and local permit requirements 
which will include details on meeting turbidity issues and methods 
of minimization in Haynes Inlet and shellfish protection and 
monitoring. 
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SA1 Continued, page 56 of 241 
 
SA1-120 Compliance with existing laws and regulations is already required. 
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SA1 Continued, page 57 of 241 
 
SA1-121 This information has been added to the FEIS. 
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SA1 Continued, page 58 of 241 
 
SA1-122 This information has been added to the FEIS. 
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SA1 Continued, page 59 of 241 
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SA1 Continued, page 60 of 241 
 
SA1-123 Pipeline construction would not contribute to soil liquefaction 

because construction design and BMPs as described in the EIS and 
ECRP would ensure that appropriate backfill materials and 
compaction methods are used during trenching activities. In 
addition, surface drainage and subsurface drainage would be 
considered and appropriate measures (as described in the EIS), 
such as trench breakers and placement of impermeable liners over 
the ground surface to limit infiltration of precipitation - would be 
employed where necessary to ensure that the pipeline trench does 
not interrupt natural hydrological conditions during construction 
and operation of the Project.   

SA1-124 Comment noted. 
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SA1 Continued, page 61 of 241 
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SA1 Continued, page 62 of 241 
 
SA1-125 Comment noted.  The State may require additional monitoring as 

part of its permitting process. 
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SA1 Continued, page 63 of 241 
 
SA1-126 The NEPA analysis primarily assess effects to resources.  

Determination of whether the project would meet State water 
quality standards is not necessarily assessed.  The State, when 
issuing permits, can designate the specific requirements to be met 
by the project actions including specific State regulations. 
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SA1 Continued, page 64 of 241 
 
SA1-127 Comment noted. 
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SA1 Continued, page 65 of 241 
 
SA1-128 Comment noted. 
SA1-129 Comment noted. 
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SA1 Continued, page 66 of 241 
 
SA1-130 The exact sources are not known at this time.  The State's concern 

can be addressed through its own permitting process. The applicant 
would be required to meet State and Federal laws and regulations, 
as stated in section 1.5.1 of the DEIS. 
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SA1 Continued, page 67 of 241 
 
SA1-131 Comment noted. 
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SA1 Continued, page 68 of 241 
 
SA1-132 Comment noted. 
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SA1 Continued, page 69 of 241 
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SA1 Continued, page 70 of 241 
 
SA1-133 The land managing agencies have criteria for the federal lands they 

manage. As the DEIS states, it is up to private landowners (and 
State laws) to determine what vegetation is established on private 
land.  FERC does not dictate to private landowners what vegetation 
should be established on their property.   

SA1-134 Compliance with existing laws and regulations is already required, 
see section 1.5.1. 
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SA1 Continued, page 71 of 241 
 
SA1-135 The project would need to comply with the CWA or it would not 

meet the requirements of the Public Order.  In which case, it would 
not be built. As discussed in section 1.5.1, permits are required 
before construction may begin. 
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SA1 Continued, page 72 of 241 
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SA1 Continued, page 73 of 241 
 
SA1-136 Comment noted. 
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SA1 Continued, page 74 of 241 
 
SA1-137 Comment noted. 
SA1-138 Comment noted. 
SA1-139 Comment noted. 
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SA1 Continued, page 75 of 241 
 
SA1-140 Please note that the pipeline would not transport LNG.  It would 

transport natural gas, which would be converted into LNG at the 
proposed facility in Coos Bay.   As discussed in section 1.5.1, all 
permits must be obtained prior to construction.  This includes State 
permits for water crossings.  The State may require additional 
measures, including individual crossing designs, as part of their 
permitting process. 

SA1-141 Blasting effects are discussed in section 4.6.2.3.  As discussed in 
section 1.5.1, all permits must be obtained prior to construction. 
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SA1 Continued, page 76 of 241 
 
SA1-142 This information has been added to the FEIS. 
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SA1 Continued, page 77 of 241 
 
SA1-143 Comment noted. Effects on the bay and the aquatic resources in the 

bay are disclosed in the applicable section of Chapter 4. 
SA1-144 The background information provided is noted. 
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SA1 Continued, page 78 of 241 
 
SA1-145 The comment that the Project proposes to fill in the marsh is noted. 
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SA1 Continued, page 79 of 241 
 
SA1-146 The fact that wildlife currently use the marsh is noted.  The DEIS 

discusses the species that use the marsh in sections 4.6 and 4.7. 
SA1-147 The DEIS discloses the economic effects of the project in section 

4.9. 
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SA1 Continued, page 80 of 241 
 
SA1-148 Comment noted. 
SA1-149 The proposed use of the west side of the slip has evolved from the 

original concept. The proposed action under this NEPA analysis 
includes a single-use slip and access channel that solely supports 
LNG operations. The 800-foot slip width would be needed in order 
to be able to move an LNG vessel off of the LNG berth on the east 
side of the slip in the event of an incident within the LNG upland 
facilities that might threaten the safety of the LNG vessel at berth.  
Having the 800 foot slip width provides the flexibility needed for 
tugs to move the LNG vessel away from a hazard at the terminal or 
at the LNG loading dock to the relative safety of the west side of 
the slip.  All references to a multi-purpose facility, mixed-use 
facility and/or alternative use in the DEIS, appendices and other 
supporting documents have been deleted from the FEIS. 
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SA1 Continued, page 81 of 241 
 
SA1-150 The Unified Permit is held by the Port.  Permits to construct the slip 

and access channel would be held by the applicant. 
SA1-151 As noted above, the proposed use of the west side of the slip has 

evolved from the original concept. The proposed action under this 
NEPA analysis includes a single-use slip and access channel that 
solely supports LNG operations.   A multi-purpose facility, mixed-
use facility is no longer an available option. 
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SA1 Continued, page 82 of 241 
 
SA1-152 Dredging is discussed in section 4.2.2.1.  As stated on page 4-359, 

impacts would be similar to those that currently occur during 
dredging activities by the COE every year.  On average, the COE 
removes approximately 900,000 cubic yards of material every year.  
Jordan Cove would dredge approximately twice that amount.  This 
would be a one-time event, and would be completed within the 
ODFW in-water window. 
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SA1 Continued, page 83 of 241 
 
SA1-153 The Coast Guard and EPA regulate ballast water discharge in 

accordance with federal law and the INTERNATIONAL 
CONVENTION FOR THE CONTROL AND MANAGEMENT 
OF SHIPS' BALLAST WATER AND SEDIMENTS.   

SA1-154 As stated in section 4.6.2.1, ballast water is managed according to 
Coast Guard and EPA procedures. Available methods, including 
requiring screening, are governed by federal law and international 
agreement. 
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SA1 Continued, page 84 of 241 
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SA1 Continued, page 85 of 241 
 
SA1-155 Turbidity, salinity intrusion, and water temperature are all 

discussed in section 4.6.2.1. 
 
  

 W-2276 Appendix W – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 



Jordan Cove Energy and 
Pacific Connector Gas Pipeline Project Final EIS 

 

 

SA1 Continued, page 86 of 241 
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SA1 Continued, page 87 of 241 
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SA1 Continued, page 88 of 241 
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SA1 Continued, page 89 of 241 
 
SA1-156 Information has been added to the FEIS.   
SA1-157 See the recommendation in section 4.6.2.2 of the FEIS. 
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SA1 Continued, page 90 of 241 
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SA1 Continued, page 91 of 241 
 
SA1-158 Effects on recreational boating and fishing are described in section 

4.8.1.1.  As noted in the DEIS, the number of ships is not out of 
proportion to the number of large ships that used the waterway in 
the past. 
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SA1 Continued, page 92 of 241 
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SA1 Continued, page 93 of 241 
 
SA1-159 Information has been added to the FEIS. 
SA1-160 The COE is responsible for mitigation due to effects to wetlands. 
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SA1 Continued, page 94 of 241 
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SA1 Continued, page 95 of 241 
 
SA1-161 The comment is not correct. Dredging is discussed in section 

4.2.2.1.  As stated on page 4-359, all work would be completed 
within the ODFW in-water window. 
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SA1 Continued, page 96 of 241 
 
SA1-162 Comment noted.  The applicant is required to consult with ODFW 

in developing their habitat mitigation plan. 
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SA1 Continued, page 97 of 241 
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SA1 Continued, page 98 of 241 
 
SA1-163 See the applicant's Migratory Bird Conservation Plan and Habitat 

Mitigation Plan. 
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SA1 Continued, page 99 of 241 
 
SA1-164 See the applicant's Habitat Mitigation Plan and the FERC 

requirement that they formulate this plan in consultation with 
appropriate resource agencies such as the ODFW. 

SA1-165 See the applicant's Habitat Mitigation Plan and the FERC 
requirement that they formulate this plan in consultation with 
appropriate resource agencies such as the ODFW. 
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SA1 Continued, page 100 of 241 
 
SA1-166 Seethe applicant's Habitat Mitigation Plan and the FERC 

requirement that they formulate this plan in consultation with 
appropriate resource agencies such as the ODFW. 
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SA1 Continued, page 101 of 241 
 
SA1-167 See the applicant's Habitat Mitigation Plan and the FERC 

requirement that they formulate this plan in consultation with 
appropriate resource agencies such as the ODFW. 
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SA1 Continued, page 102 of 241 
 
SA1-168 See the applicant's Habitat Mitigation Plan and the FERC 

requirement that they formulate this plan in consultation with 
appropriate resource agencies such as the ODFW. 

SA1-169 Impacts to ESA-listed species associated with vegetation clearing 
are addresses in detail in section 4.7.1.  Impacts to State-listed 
species are addressed in section 4.7.2; other special status species 
in 4.7.3 and to BLM and Forest Service special status species in 
section 4.7.4. 

SA1-170 The applicants are required to develop habitat mitigation plan in 
consultation with ODFW.  The avian, mammalian, and amphibian 
species effects by the project are discussed in sections 4.6 and 4.7 
(listed species).  FERC requires a third party construction 
monitoring contractor rather than a local advisory group (see 
section 2.5.1). 
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SA1 Continued, page 103 of 241 
 
SA1-171 The applicant would be required to comply with all laws, including 

Oregon's fish passage law.  Any approval by the Commission 
would be conditioned on obtaining required permits.  The state 
would ensure compliance through their permitting process. 
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SA1 Continued, page 104 of 241 
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SA1 Continued, page 105 of 241 
 
 
  

 W-2296 Appendix W – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 



Jordan Cove Energy and 
Pacific Connector Gas Pipeline Project Final EIS 

 

 

SA1 Continued, page 106 of 241 
 
 
  

 W-2297 Appendix W – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 



Jordan Cove Energy and 
Pacific Connector Gas Pipeline Project Final EIS 

 

 

SA1 Continued, page 107 of 241 
 
SA1-172 FERC requires the applicant to follow its Wetland and Waterbody 

Construction and Mitigation Procedures.  These procedures have 
been developed to provide baseline mitigation measures for 
minimizing the extent and duration of disturbance on wetlands and 
waterbodies.  The State (and regulatory agencies) may require site-
specific crossing plans and additional mitigation as part of its 
permitting process.   
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SA1 Continued, page 108 of 241 
 
SA1-173 See the applicant's Habitat Mitigation Plan and the FERC 

requirement that they formulate this plan in consultation with 
appropriate resource agencies such as the ODFW.  If the 
Commission's decides to approve the project, the Public Order 
would be conditioned on the applicant meeting state permitting 
requirements. The DEIS is not inconsistent in regards to the 
duration of impacts.  The duration of impacts is not consistent 
across all resources.  For example, vegetation clearing may be a 
short-term impact (2 to 3 years) in grasslands but a decades-long 
impact in a forested environment. 
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SA1 Continued, page 109 of 241 
 
SA1-174 Herbicide use would need to meet federal land management plan 

requirements on federal lands (see section 2.4.2.1) and state law on 
private lands. See FERC's Plan and Procedures for placement of 
woody debris and the use of clean gravel. The State may require 
additional measures as part of its permitting process. 
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SA1 Continued, page 110 of 241 
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SA1 Continued, page 111 of 241 
 
SA1-175 "Multiple levels of BMPs will be used to control run off sediment 

(see ESCP) in order to minimize erosion regardless of quantity.   
EIs will regulate construction and post construction actions and 
procedure suitable for the conditions encountered to comply with 
state/federal permits.  With many procedures in place to control 
sediment runoff, the goal is to minimize effects so that they are 
minor or construction is halted until effects are reduced back to 
minor.   
 
The ECRP (Appendix I of the POD) identifies temporary 
permanent erosion control measures and site specific mitigation 
measures. As a follow-up measure to help ensure crossing actions 
would not adversely affect stream bank and channel structure, 
Pacific Connector would monitor all stream crossings, regardless 
of risk, quarterly for 2 years after construction.  Any adverse issues 
found during the monitoring with channel stability or habitat would 
be remediated.  Additional monitoring would occur periodically 
over a 10-year period with implementation of remediation as 
needed. 
 
The applicant has updated the Stream Crossing Risk Analysis 
(PCGP February 13, 2015) and consulted with USFWS (Janine 
Castro February 11, 2015) concerning the evaluation of pipeline 
stream crossings.  They have developed crossing designs for those 
streams considered at risk based on the USFWS Pipeline Screening 
Risk Matrix, for sites they had access to.  This analysis was done 
for stream crossings for the whole route independent of fish 
present.  They also have developed a host of actions (see new 
report) that would be taken at sites depending on site specific 
conditions that would be determined prior to construction.  They 
have included input for sites of concern on BLM and Forest Service 
lands in the assessment and designs.   They will conduct surveys of 
streams that currently do not have access to once they obtain 
permission to finalize the risk status and proceed appropriately as 
done at accessible sites.  They have developed a monitoring plan 
for the  crossing sites as well to determine where issues may arise 
post construction and indicated they would take remedial actions if 
needed based on permit requirements.  Other specific requirements 

 W-2302 Appendix W – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 
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for the crossings will made through the state and federal permitting 
process.  Updated information has been included in the EIS text.  
 
The effects to stream temperature, LWD, sedimentation have been 
acknowledged and the mitigation in all forms (avoidance, 
minimization, BMPs, and compensation) that would be 
implemented were presented in the DEIS and associated documents 
(see Section 4.6.2.3, Section 4.1.3, Appendix S – Wildlife Habitat 
Mitigation Plan, and Applicants Draft Compensatory Mitigation 
Plan).  Consultation with listed species managing agencies (NMFS 
and USFWS) will ultimately result in determinations of whether 
some forms of additional mitigation is needed to protect listed 
species and their critical habitat.   
 
As stated in Section 4.4 of the EIS, Pacific Connector’s SPCCP 
addresses the preventive and mitigate measures that would be 
implemented to avoid or minimize the potential effects of 
hazardous material spills during construction.  " 
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SA1 Continued, page 112 of 241 
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SA1 Continued, page 113 of 241 
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SA1 Continued, page 114 of 241 
 
SA1-176 The applicant has supplied a Hydrostatic Testing Plan addressing 

many of the issues presented (PGCP. 2013. Hydrostatic Testing 
Plan June 2013).  Specific state requirements of the hydrostatic 
testing and details of monitoring will be conditions included in state 
issued permits the applicant will be required to obtain and follow 
before these activities can be conducted. 
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SA1 Continued, page 115 of 241 
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SA1 Continued, page 116 of 241 
 
SA1-177 This a request to the Applicant, not a comment on the DEIS. 
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SA1 Continued, page 117 of 241 
 
SA1-178 If the Commission's decides to approve the project, the Public 

Order would be conditioned on the applicant meeting state 
permitting requirements. 
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SA1 Continued, page 118 of 241 
 
SA1-179 The applicant must meet state requirements in regards to stream 

buffers. Buffers on federal lands would be more extensive, as 
required under the NW Forest Plan.  The referenced pages do not 
discuss the subject being commented on.  We assume that the 
comment on thinning refers to proposed BLM and Forest Service 
mitigation to improve riparian habitat. If so, any riparian thinning 
would be designed to meet NW Forest Plan standards and 
guidelines and would undergo additional NEPA prior to 
implementation.  The model results do show a decrease in 
temperature of less than one-tenth of one degree in a few cases 
compared to measures temperatures.  We agree that this is 
counterintuitive.  The model results can only be used to indicate 
that there would be little change in temperature, not to predict the 
exact change.   
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SA1 Continued, page 119 of 241 
 
SA1-180 The items in this table are proposed as mitigation on federal lands 

by the BLM and Forest Service. They are well-supported by on the 
ground experience by these agencies. As noted in the DEIS, these 
proposals would require separate NEPA analysis. Details, such as 
the species of tree used for snag creation, would be addressed at 
that time. 
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SA1 Continued, page 120 of 241 
 
SA1-181 As stated on page 2-110 of the DEIS, seed mixtures were 

determined in consultations with the land-managing agencies and 
the NRCS. The mixtures are listed in Pacific Connector's ECRP, 
which includes the following:  BLM's IM 2001-014 specifies native 
seed. The BLM and Forest Service will specify genetically 
appropriate seed sources/seed zones for all species to be 
planted/seeded on the lands they manages. In forest lands disturbed 
by the PCGP Project, Pacific Connector will replant according to 
state and federal (BLM and Forest Service) reforestation 
requirements. Reforestation planting prescriptions provided by the 
BLM and Forest Service were used to develop the reforestation 
prescriptions provided in Table 10.13-1 in the POD. 
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SA1 Continued, page 121 of 241 
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SA1 Continued, page 122 of 241 
 
SA1-182 Pacific Connector consulted with ODFW on April 21, 2015 to 

ensure that big game habitat coverage considered for Jackson 
County in the PCPG Project area considered the Jackson County 
designated Goal 5 habitat layer; review of the GIS habitat link 
provided by Steve Niemela on April 21, 2015 confirmed use of the 
correct GIS layer (same GIS layer/coverage provided to Pacific 
Connector in 2007). This layer, in addition to other big game winter 
range coverages compiled for this project (County planning big 
game winter range coverage in Jackson and Klamath counties 
provided by ODFW in 2007, BLM and Forest Service big game 
winter range for Douglas [Umpqua N.F.], Jackson, and Klamath 
counties, and recently delineated elk winter range in eastern 
Oregon for a small portion of the Project in Klamath County) was 
considered as Category 2 in Pacific Connector’s habitat mitigation 
plan in recommended habitats. Habitat not considered Category 2 
that fell within these coverages included developed areas such as 
roads, industrial sites, rock quarries, residences, and other 
businesses. 
Pacific Connector also considered approximately 23 acres of 
cultivated agriculture land that would be affected by the PCGP 
Project and overlapped with big game winter habitat GIS coverages 
listed above as Habitat Category 2. A white paper (dated April 14, 
2015) provided to Pacific Connector by ODFW on April 21, 2015 
indicated that agriculture land should not be considered Habitat 
Category 2 and should be excluded from mitigation calculations. 
Pacific Connector will include this revision to habitat categories in 
the final Wildlife Habitat Mitigation Plan after ODFW comments 
on the draft plan. 
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SA1 Continued, page 123 of 241 
 
SA1-183 General information has been added to this section.  However, note 

that this is the "Vegetation" section; therefore, extensive 
information about wildlife habitats and ODFW Habitat Mitigation 
Policy and classifications have not been added to this section.  This 
information is found in the Wildlife section (i.e., Section 4.6). 
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SA1 Continued, page 124 of 241 
 
SA1-184 Cells do not have data because non-forested habitat types did not 

have seral stage identified, thus acres are identified only in the 
"total acres" column. Non-federal lands are addressed in tables 
4.6.1.2-1 and 4.6.1.2-2. 

SA1-185 Added text to clarify that shrub-steppe would not recover quickly. 
The text under "General Impacts on Terrestrial Wildlife and 
Measures to Reduce or Mitigate Impacts" discusses duration of 
impact as short-term or long-term. Mitigation is discussed in 
Appendix F of the EIS, and Pacific Connector's Compensatory 
Mitigation Plan filed with the FERC in April 2014. 

SA1-186 FERC has no authority to authorize or direct the applicant to create 
snags outside the approved right-of-way. Landowners may choose 
to create snags on their lands.  The Forest Service and BLM have 
identified areas where they would create snags on land they 
manage, see table. 2.1.4-1.   
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SA1 Continued, page 125 of 241 
 
SA1-187 See the previous comment and our response above. 
SA1-188 Oregon spotted frog: text in DEIS has been revised to reflect 

current status. The Oregon spotted frog is further discussed in 
Section 4.7.1.4. Pacific fisher: Pacific fisher is discussed in Section 
4.7.1.1. Gray wolf: Gray wolf is discussed in Section 4.7.1.1. The 
purpose of the Biological Evaluation is to discuss USFS Sensitive 
Species on NFS lands only. While the presence of a gray wolf on 
the Umpqua National Forest has been documented, it is coded as 
presence unknown because targeted surveys were not conducted 
for the species as noted in footnote 5 to Table 1. Bald eagle: Table 
1 revised. Western pond turtle: The Biological Evaluation is only 
analyzing effects on USFS lands where the western pond turtle was 
not documented during targeted surveys, thus location is identified 
as unknown. 
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SA1 Continued, page 126 of 241 
 
SA1-189 The BE is a Forest Service document, it only addresses impacts on 

National Forest System lands.  Bald eagles are no longer a listed 
species; therefore, they are addressed in section 4.6.1.2 under the 
heading 'Bird'.  Also see the Migratory Bird Conservation Plan. 

SA1-190 This statement has been corrected. 
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SA1 Continued, page 127 of 241 
 
SA1-191 This has been clarified. 
SA1-192 The BE only addresses species contained in the R-6 Regional 

Forester's Sensitive Species List on National Forest System lands. 
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SA1 Continued, page 128 of 241 
 
SA1-193 The Biological Evaluation is an internal Forest Service document 

that analyzed impacts only on National Forest System lands. 
Potential upland impacts were included in the analysis of potential 
impacts to western pond turtle.  It is up to the Forest Service to 
determine if additional analysis or surveys for the western pond 
turtle are required on the land it manages. The Biological 
Evaluation is only analyzing effects on NFS lands, so impacts to 
sites outside of NFS lands are not discussed in the Biological 
Evaluation.   
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SA1 Continued, page 129 of 241 
 
SA1-194 The BE only addresses species contained in the R-6 Regional 

Forester's Sensitive Species List on National Forest System lands. 
SA1-195 Pacific Connector filed their 2008 Biological Survey Report with 

their June 2013 application. This report includes a summary and 
resumes of personnel who performed surveys, as well as methods 
employed. Aerial surveys for bald eagle, golden eagle, and buteo 
hawk nests would be conducted within 0.5-mile of the pipeline 
right-of-way and other areas subject to ground disturbances during 
spring prior to pipeline construction or timber clearing in Year 1 
and before pipeline construction in Year 2. Any occupied nests 
observed would be subject to spatial and temporal buffers 
appropriate for the occupying species and applied to scheduling 
construction or timber clearing activities in Year 1 and construction 
in Year 2. Survey results would be submitted to FWS for review. 
The USFWS is responsible for enforcing the Migratory Bird Treaty 
Act. They have been consulted on impacts to migratory birds.  See 
the Migratory Bird Conservation Plan completed in consultation 
with the Service. 
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SA1 Continued, page 130 of 241 
 
SA1-196 Surveys conducted for species discussed in the BE are described 

under each taxa (e.g., see the introduction to sections 6.2.1 - 6.2.8) 
as applicable, including survey protocols, survey timing, target 
species, area surveyed, and a reference to the appropriate survey 
report for details on survey methodology. The survey reports were 
provided in the application to FERC in June 2013, and are available 
on the FERC website. The survey reports additionally contain 
qualifications and experience of survey personnel. 
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SA1 Continued, page 131 of 241 
 
SA1-197 Biological evaluations are intended to analyze effects of the proposed 

actions on species listed in the Region 6 Regional Forester's Sensitive 
Species List and their habitat.  If there are no impacts to species and 
habitat within the analysis area, these determinations and rationale are 
disclosed and no further analysis is required.  There are 14 such 
vertebrates for which there are no impacts.  
Surveys for sensitive species are not normally conducted unless they 
are required by another mechanism, such as Survey & Manage.  Field 
observations of habitat conditions in the analysis area and detections 
of incidental sensitive species may be carried out. Where suitable 
habitat was documented for Forest Service sensitive vertebrate 
wildlife, but species-specific surveys were not conducted, presence 
was assumed and the potential effects of the Project were assessed 
accordingly. 
The Biological Evaluation is an internal Forest Service document. It is 
up to the Forest Service to determine what standards are needed for 
review. 

SA1-198 SBS is Siskiyou BioSurvey, LLC. The names and qualifications of 
surveyors are provided in the survey reports referenced in the 
Biological Evaluation (SBS 2008, 2010, 2011a, 2011b, 2011c). The 
survey reports were provided in the application to FERC in June 2013, 
and are available on the FERC website. The survey reports additionally 
contain qualifications and experience of survey personnel.  
The Biological Evaluation is an internal Forest Service document. It is 
up to the Forest Service to determine qualification requirements for 
surveyors. 

SA1-199 Detail will be added to clarify when noise would occur.  Further 
information on noise can also be found in Section 4.12. The applicant 
is required to meet the requirements of all laws, as stated in section 
1.5.1. Section 1.5.4.5 states ODF is responsible for monitoring 
compliance with the State Forest Practices Act and that the applicant 
must obtain approval from the State Forester for its activities. USFWS 
is responsible for enforcing the ESA and BGEPA. FERC has filed a 
Biological Assessment to address ESA issues.      
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SA1 Continued, page 132 of 241 
 
SA1-200 Avoiding timber-cutting during the breeding season within 300 feet 

of MAMU stands and 0.25-mile of NSO sites was prioritized in 
order to avoid removal of nest sites during the breeding season.  
Pacific Connector has indicated that they cannot adhere to the 
temporal and spatial restrictions recommended by FWS within 0.25 
mile of all MAMU stands and NSO sites, and safely construct the 
pipeline within two years. Therefore, construction including 
helicopter activity and blasting is proposed to occur during the 
breeding season, although daily timing restrictions would be 
applied within 1/4-mi of MAMU stands, and Pacific Connector 
would construct within 0.25 mile of NSO activity centers after the 
critical breeding season. See our BA, available on the FERC's 
website, for a detailed description of avoidance and minimization 
measures, as well as potential impacts. Pacific Connector worked 
closely with FWS to develop timing restrictions during 
construction to avoid and minimize impacts to MAMU and NSO, 
and is continuing to work with FWS to develop compensatory 
mitigation for unavoidable impacts to these ESA-listed species. See 
Attachment B of Pacific Connector's 2/13/2015 comments on the 
DEIS for a table of seasonal timing restrictions for the Project's 
timber felling, logging, clearing, and construction activities as they 
relate to MAMU, NSO, and other bird species. 
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SA1 Continued, page 133 of 241 
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SA1 Continued, page 134 of 241 
 
SA1-201 A statement that blasting mats are recommended by ODFW 

whenever the use of explosives is required has been added to the 
FEIS. 
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SA1 Continued, page 135 of 241 
 
SA1-202 The USFWS is responsible for enforcing the Migratory Bird Treaty 

Act. They have been consulted on impacts to migratory birds.  See 
the Migratory Bird Conservation Plan completed in consultation 
with the Service. 

SA1-203 ODFW's comments on the applicant's IPMP are noted. The 
applicants are required to wash equipment, FERC's third party 
environmental inspectors (EIs) would ensure that this and other 
required measures during construction are done properly. See 
section II of FERC's Plan for the duties of the EIs. Also see section 
III of FERC's Procedures.  In regard to the comments that ODFW 
is not listed as a consulting agency and that ODFW recommends 
the applicant hire independent noxious weed inspectors to monitor 
throughout the life of the project, ODWF may wish to discuss this 
as part of the permitting process. 

 
  

 W-2327 Appendix W – Comments on the Draft EIS and Responses 



Jordan Cove Energy and 
Pacific Connector Gas Pipeline Project Final EIS 

 

 

SA1 Continued, page 136 of 241 
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SA1 Continued, page 137 of 241 
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SA1 Continued, page 138 of 241 
 
SA1-204 Section III. I. of FERC's Plan includes procedures for securing the 

site if weather conditions are not suitable for seeding (e.g., 
mulching and erosion controls), and final restoration procedures 
when conditions are suitable.  Seed mixtures would be determined 
by the land management agencies for federal lands.  We have 
passed the ODFW's seed mix recommendations to the applicant. 
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SA1 Continued, page 139 of 241 
 
SA1-205 The DEIS states that mowing would be the main method of 

vegetation control within the 30-foot right-of-way. The text further 
states that clearing WOULD NOT occur during the principal 
portion of the growing season from April 15 to August 1. 

SA1-206 This information has been added in section 4.6, along with the 
ODFW recommendation. 
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SA1 Continued, page 140 of 241 
 
SA1-207 Comment noted. OHV use is discussed in Section 4.10. Pacific 

Connector’s Recreation Management Plan describes measures to 
be employed on both public and private lands to control 
unauthorized OHV use. 
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SA1 Continued, page 141 of 241 
 
SA1-208 The DEIS identifies the mitigation on federal land required by the 

BLM and Forest Service.  The USFWS and other agencies are 
working with the applicant to develop mitigation for effects to 
listed species.  The COE will require mitigation for impacts to 
wetlands and other waters of the United States.  See the Habitat 
Mitigation Plans prepared by the applicants. Also see section 2.1.7 
for proposed mitigation. 
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SA1-209 FERC requires third party Environmental Inspectors.  These EIS 

work for FERC not the applicant. See Section II of FERC's Plan 
and section III of FERC's Procedures. 

SA1-210 Comment noted. 
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SA1 Continued, page 147 of 241 
 
SA1-211 The FERC DEIS discloses the environmental effects of the 

proposed project. It is not the objective of a FERC EIS to list all the 
requirements of every state law.  The applicant is required to meet 
the requirements of all laws, as stated in section 1.5.1. Section 
1.5.4.5 states ODF is responsible for monitoring compliance with 
the State Forest Practices Act and that the applicant must obtain 
approval from the State Forester for its activities. 

SA1-212 Comment noted. 
SA1-213 Section 1.5.1 of the DEIS states that the applicants are responsible 

for obtaining state permits. Section 1.5.4.5 states that ODF is 
responsible for fire protection on state and private land.  That 
section includes the requirement that the applicant obtain approval 
from the State Forester for its activities. 
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SA1 Continued, page 148 of 241 
 
SA1-214 The requirement for Notifications has been added to section 

1.5.4.5. 
SA1-215 The applicant would replant land within the temporary right-of-

way based on landowner/land manager direction.  It would be up to 
the private land owner to determine how their forest land would be 
replanted. In areas where private land is reforested, the OFPA 
requirement would apply.  However, this section only addressed 
federal lands (e.g., Section 4.5.2.3 is titled "Environmental 
Consequences of Timber Extraction on Federal Lands"); impacts 
and measures on private lands are discussed in the previous "non-
federal" sections. 

SA1-216 Information that Forest Practices Act Landslide standards may be 
applicable has been included in section 4.2.2.2. 
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SA1-217 Information that Forest Practices Act Chemical standards may be 

applicable has been included in section s 4.4 and 4.6. 
SA1-218 The requirement for Notifications has been added to section 

4.4.2.2. 
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SA1-219 The requirement for Notifications has been added to section 4.4.3. 
SA1-220 This has been corrected. 
SA1-221 Information has been added to the FEIS.  The applicant is required 

to meet the requirements of all laws, as stated in section 1.5.1. 
Section 1.5.4.5 states ODF is responsible for monitoring 
compliance with the State Forest Practices Act and that the 
applicant must obtain approval from the State Forester for its 
activities. The applicant is seeking an Incidental Take Permit for 
marbled murrelet and northern spotted owl from USFWS. 
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SA1-222 The applicant is required to meet the requirements of all laws, as 

stated in section 1.5.1. Section 1.5.4.5 states ODF is responsible for 
monitoring compliance with the State Forest Practices Act and that 
the applicant must obtain approval from the State Forester for its 
activities. The applicant is seeking an Incidental Take Permit for 
northern spotted owl from USFWS. 

SA1-223 Information has been added to the FEIS.   
SA1-224 Information has been added to the FEIS. 
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SA1 Continued, page 152 of 241 
 
SA1-225 FERC does not permit or regulate this facility.  It would be 

authorized under the ODEQ-EFSC.  See section 2.2.2.  Seismic 
hazards for the Jordan Cove site are discussed in section 4.2.1.3. 

SA1-226 Comment noted. 
SA1-227 Comment noted.  As stated in section 4.1.3.4 of the DEIS, Jordan 

Cove would be required to satisfy the design requirements of 
Oregon State Specialty Code.  See also response to IND1-4. 

SA1-228 Comment noted. 
SA1-229 Comment noted. 
SA1-230 Comment noted. 
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SA1-231 Comment noted.  Seismic hazards for the Jordan Cove site are 

discussed in section 4.2.1.3 of the EIS.  See section 4.2.1.4 for a 
discussion of site-specific geotechnical investigations and hazard 
analysis for the proposed facility.  Also see response to comment 
PM3-46.  See section 4.2.2.2 of the EIS for seismic setting and 
hazards for the pipeline. 

SA1-232 Comment noted. 
SA1-233 See EIS section 4.2.2.2 on Landslides which describes that 

published maps, digital data, aerial photographs, and LiDAR were 
used as part of the investigation effort.  Surface reconnaissance was 
also performed on moderate to high risk, deep seated landslides.  
Also see our recommendation that Pacific Connector should 
provide final monitoring protocols and/or mitigation measures for 
landslides. 
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SA1-234 Typically, if the Commission does authorize the Project, that 

authorization would include conditions that must be met prior to 
construction.  This would include meeting permitting requirements 
under the CZMA. 
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SA1-235 Page 4-872 in Section 4.11.5 of the DEIS states: “Pacific Connector 

indicated that about 31 miles of the June 2013 proposed pipeline 
route has not yet been inventoried; mostly for lack of access.  In 
addition, 74 TEWAs, 3 UCSAs, 5 quarries or rock disposal areas, 
11 yards, 1 PAR, 11 TARs, and 280 segments of existing access 
roads that would be improved remain to be inventoried.”   
The statement: "the recommendations in the reports need to be 
federal determinations for us to concur with them or not" is not true.  
The Oregon SHPO has in the past consistently commented in 
response to survey reports submitted by the applicants.  
Consultations with the SHPO is documented in section 4.11.1.1 of 
the DEIS.  Our determinations are provided in section 4.11.3.1.  On 
page 4-870 of the DEIS we wrote:  “We find both sites 35CS221 
and 35CS227 to be of undetermined NRHP eligibility pending 
additional investigations, as recommended by the cultural 
resources consultants and concurred with by the SHPO.”  Table 
4.11.3.2-1 listed site 35CS26 as a previously recorded 
archaeological site tested by HRA in 2013 with negative results, 
therefore it should not be considered eligible for the NRHP. 
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SA1 Continued, page 157 of 241 
 
SA1-236 This statement is not true, so no deficiency needs to be corrected.  

First, although the SHPO has had the opportunity to comment on 
the Project multiple times (see section 4.11.1.1 of the DEIS), it 
never requested a stand-alone survey of the built environment.  
However, HRA addressed standing historic structures in its July 
2009 survey report (see sections 3.4 & 4.2.6-7 of Vol. 1, part 1 of 
that report).  The SHPO accepted that report in a letter dated 
September 29, 2009.   

SA1-237 Comment noted. 
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SA1 Continued, page 158 of 241 
 
SA1-238 The map has been updated. 
SA1-239 Information has been added. 
SA1-240 Information has been added. 
SA1-241 Information has been added. 
SA1-242 Information has been added. 
SA1-243 Information has been added. 
SA1-244 Information has been added. 
SA1-245 Information has been added. 
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SA1 Continued, page 159 of 241 
 
SA1-246 Information has been added. 
SA1-247 Information has been added. 
SA1-248 Information has been added. 
SA1-249 Information has been added. 
SA1-250 Security issues, including potential exclusion zones, are addressed 

in section 4.13. The possible need for additional leases has been 
added to the land use section 4.1 

SA1-251 Information has been added. 
SA1-252 Information has been added. 
SA1-253 Information has been added. 
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SA1-254 Information has been added. 
SA1-255 Information has been added. 
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SA1 Continued, page 162 of 241 
 
SA1-256 The Project does not including moving utilities onto the highway 

easement.   
SA1-257 The Project does not including moving utilities onto the highway 

easement.   
SA1-258 As it states in section 1.5.1, the applicants must comply with state 

permitting requirements, laws and regulations.  It is their 
responsibility to do this, any decision by the Commission would be 
conditioned on meeting these requirements. 
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SA1 Continued, page 163 of 241 
 
SA1-259 As it states in section 1.5.1, the applicants must comply with state 

permitting requirements, laws and regulations.  It is their 
responsibility to do this, any decision by the Commission would be 
conditioned on meeting these requirements. Also see section 
4.10.2.3, the applicant must consult with ODOT regarding road 
impacts and prepared a revised transportation management plan if 
there are substantial comments. 

SA1-260 Impacts to the traveling public are discussed in section 4.10.  Also 
see section 4.10.2.3, the applicant must consult with ODOT 
regarding road impacts and prepared a revised transportation 
management plan if there are substantial comments. 

SA1-261 Federal roads refers to BLM and Forest Service roads. 
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SA1 Continued, page 164 of 241 
 
SA1-262 Information has been added. 
SA1-263 Information has been added. 
SA1-264 Information on traffic has been updated.  It is the applicant's 

responsibility to meet state permitting requirements, any decision 
by the Commission would be conditioned on meeting these 
requirements. 

SA1-265 Information on traffic has been updated. 
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SA1 Continued, page 165 of 241 
 
SA1-266 Information on traffic has been updated. 
SA1-267 Information on traffic has been updated. 
SA1-268 The Executive Summary does not contain information on any 

permits, and we do not feel that it is an appropriate place to discuss 
permits (i.e., no change made).  This permit requirement is 
discussed in Chapter 1 and the transpiration section (i.e., Section 
4.10). 

SA1-269 Comment noted. 
SA1-270 Comment noted. 
SA1-271 Information on traffic has been updated. 
SA1-272 This information has been included. 
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SA1-273 Pacific Connector would obtain all necessary permits from 

applicable county, state, or federal agencies responsible for public 
roads to be crossed.  Typically, major roadways would be crossed 
by horizontal boring or HDD underneath the roadway so that there 
would be no disruption to traffic. 

SA1-274 Comment noted.  Pacific Connector would obtain all necessary 
permits from ODOT for state highways to be crossed. 

SA1-275 Comment noted.  Pacific Connector would design state highway 
crossings to meet ODOT requirements and obtain all necessary 
permits from ODOT for state highways to be crossed.  The FEIS 
has been updated as appropriate to make this clear. 

SA1-276 This information has been included. 
SA1-277 Comment noted. 
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SA1-278 Water rights associated with stream crossings are listed in table 

4.4.2.2-6. Most private landowners have not permitted the 
applicant to survey their land, therefore the actual crossing method 
and exact locations are not know at this time.  This information on 
water rights and crossing methods would be updated once surveys 
and design are completed.  The State will likely require site-specific 
crossing plan as part of their permitting process. 

SA1-279 This information has been added to the FEIS. 
SA1-280 As stated in section 1.5.1, the applicant must meet state permitting 

requirements, this includes WRD licensing requirements. 
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SA1-281 The proposed mitigation measures have been forwarded to the 

applicant for consideration in their Habitat Mitigation Plan, and to 
the BLM and Forest Service for consideration in their respective 
mitigation plans. 
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SA1-282 The proposed mitigation measures have been forwarded to the 

applicant for consideration in their Habitat Mitigation Plan, and to 
the BLM and Forest Service for consideration in their respective 
mitigation plans. 
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SA1-283 The following document contains the State's comments on the 

Applicant's Application for Site Certification; it is therefore, not a 
comment on the FERC Draft EIS. 
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SA1-284 The following document contains the State's comments on the 

Applicant's Application for Site Certification; it is therefore, not a 
comment on the FERC Draft EIS. 
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SA1-285 The following document contains the State's comments on the 

Applicant's Application for Site Certification; it is therefore, not a 
comment on the FERC Draft EIS. 
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SA1-286 See the GeoEngineers Reports referenced in the DEIS:  

GeoEngineers. 2007a. Final Report, Geotechnical Engineering 
Services, Proposed Coos Bay Water Route, Coos Bay, Oregon. 
GeoEngineers. 2007b. Channel Migration and Scour Analysis 
Report. Pacific Connector Gas Pipeline, L.P. 
GeoEngineers. 2009a. Addendum to Geologic Hazards Evaluation. 
Pacific Connector Gas Pipeline Project, Southwest, Oregon. 
GeoEngineers, Portland, Oregon. January 16. 
GeoEngineers. 2010. Sediment Characterization, Pacific 
Connector Gas Pipeline Project, Haynes Inlet, Oregon, Corps No. 
NWP-2008-592. File No. 16724-001-05, August 2, 2010. Prepared 
for Pacific Connector Gas Pipeline, LP, by GeoEngineers, Inc. 
Portland, Oregon. 
GeoEngineers. 2013a. Geologic Hazard Evaluation, PCGP 
Modified Blue Ridge 2013 Route. September 4. 
GeoEngineers. 2013b.   GeoEngineers. 2013c. Stream Crossing 
Risk Analysis – Pacific Connector Gas Pipeline. Coos, Douglas, 
Jackson, and Klamath Counties, Oregon. Prepared for: Williams 
Pacific Connector Gas Pipeline, LP. May 29. 
GeoEngineers. 2013d. Stream Crossing Hyporheic Analysis. 
Provided as a stand-alone document 3-JPA_DEQ-R29 in the Joint 
Permit Application Document. May 29. 
GeoEngineers. 2013f. Channel Migration and Scour Analysis. 
Pacific Connector Gas Pipeline Project. File No. 16724-001-08. 
Prepared by E.T. Barnett, J.M. Ambrose, and T. Hoyles. May 29. 
GeoEngineers. 2013h. Horizontal Directional Drilling (HDD) 
Feasibility Study. Prepared for Williams Pacific Connector Gas 
Pipeline, LLC. File No. 16724-008-00. January 15. 

SA1-287 The South Dunes Power Plant is a non-jurisdictional facility. See 
section 2.2.2. 

SA1-288 See the response to comment SA1-286.  Also, most private 
landowners have not permitted the applicant to survey their land; 
therefore, not all studies could be completed at this time. 
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